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FILE NO. 160559 ' RESOLUTION NO.

[Cooperative Agreement - Caltrans - 19th Avenue Combined City Project]

Resolution approving a cooperative agreement beMeén the City and County of San
Francisco and the State of California Department of Transportation concerning the
design and construction of the 19th Avenue combined City project including |
pedestrian safety, transit improvements, and utility upgrades along 19th Avenue

between Junipero Serra Boulevard and Lincoln Way.

WHEREAS, The purpose of the 19th Avenue Combined City project (Project) is to
improve safety for pedestrians and transit riders; to improve transit speed and reliability; and
to reduce travel time by optimizing transit stop locations along State Route 1; and

WHEREAS, In addition, the Project also would increase the reliability of water
transmission services and wastewater services and enhance emergency responses by
improving the Auxiliary Water Supply System (AWSS) and cdnstructing four crossings of the
Flexible Water Supply System (FWSS); and

WHEREAS, The Project’s construction of the utility upgrades in conjunction with the
surface improvements would serve to minimize the overall construction disruption to the
corridor and its many users; and

WHEREAS, On July 7, 2015, the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
(SFMTA) Board of Directors approved the project elements along the 28 - 19th Avenue Muni
transit corridor included in the Muni Forward Service-Related Capital Improvements and
Travel Time Reduction Proposals, under Resolution No. 15-107; and

WHEREAS, The Resolution also included findings under the California Environmental
Quality Act, Public Resources Code, Sections 21000 et seq. (CEQA) and included elements
that are part of the Project; and
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WHEREAS, A copy of this Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors in File No. 160559 and is incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, The City and State of California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
desire to effectuate an agreement that defines the terms and conditions under which the
Project is to be constructed, financed, and maintained (the Cooperative Agreement); and

WHEREAS, Said Cooperative Agreement provides that the City will design, construct,
and finance the Project; and that Caltrans will provide independent quality assurance for the
work within the state highway system right—of-way, provide review and approval of project
documents as listed in the Cooperative Agreement, and issue, upon proper application, the
encroachment permits required for Project completion; and

WHEREAS, Execution of the Cooperative Agreement is a prerequisite for Caltrans
issuing an encroachment permit for the Project; and

WHEREAS, Publfc Works and Caltrans have reviewed the Cooperative Agreement and
recommend its approval; and

WHEREAS, A copy of said Cooperative Agreement is on file with the Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors in File No. 160559 and is incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, In Public Works Order No. 184706, dated March 21, 2016, the Director of
Public Works recommends that the Board accept the Cooperative Agreement; and

WHEREAS, A copy of said Order is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in
File No. 160559 and is incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein; and

WHEREAS, The Project was analyzed in the Transit Effectiveness Project Final
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) that the San Francisco Planning Commission certified in
Motion No. 19105 on March 27, 2014; and

WHEREAS, Said Motion is on file with the Clerk of the Board and is incorporated

herein by reference; and

Supervisor Tang i
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 2




—_—

N N N N N N A aa cd e e md md e aa o
A A W N a2 O O 0 N O o AW ON -

o © 0 N o o b~ oW N

WHEREAS, As part of the Resolution No. 14-041, the SFMTA Board of Directors
adopted approval findings under CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Chapter 31 of the
Administrative Code (collectively CEQA Findings) and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program (MMRP) for the Transit Effectiveness Project; and

WHEREAS, The Resolution, CEQA Findings, and MMRP are on file with the Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors in File No. 160559 and are incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, The Board adopts these CEQA findings and those included in SFMTA
Board of Directors Resolution No. 15-107 as its own; and

WHEREAS, This Board reviewed the FEIR and found that since certification of the
FEIR, no changes have occurred in the proposed project or in the circumstances under which
the project would be implémented that would cause new significant impacts or a substantial
increase in the severity Qf impacts identified and analyzed in the FEIR, and that no new
information of substantial important has emerged that would change the analyses or
conclusions set forth in the FEIR; and

WHEREAS, The actions approved herein would not necessitate implementation of
additional or considerably different mitigation measures than those identified in the FEIR; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors finds that entering into a Cooperative
Agreement with Caltrans for construction of the Project is within the scope of the FEIR and
that no additional environmental review is required under Public Resources Code, Section
21166; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors has reviewed the Public Works Order
No. 184706 and accepts the Director of Public Works’ recommendation to approve the
Cooperative Agreement with Caltrans apportioning responsibilities for the Project in

substéntially the same form as the Agreement on file with the Clerk; and, be it
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors authorizes and directs the
Director of Public Works to approve any additions, amendments or other modifications to the
Cooperative Agreement that the Director of Public Works, in consultation with the City
Attorney, determines is in the best interest of the City, do not materially increase the
obligatidns or liabilities of the City, or materially decrease the pubAlic benefits accruing to the
City, and are necessary or advisable to complete the transactions contemplated and
effectuate the purpose and intent of this resolution, such determination to be conclusively
evidenced by the execution and delivery by the Director of Public Works of any such
documents; and, be it |

FURTHER RESOLVED, That within 30 days of executing the Cooperative Agreement,
the Director of Public Works shall forward an executed copy of the Agreement to the Clerk of

the Board for its records.
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AGREEMENT 04-2593%
Project No. 0400000325
EA 0G350.
04-SE-1-R0.68/4.05.

COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
State Independent Quality Assurance:

This AGREEMENT, effective on | , is-between the State of
Californis, acting through its Department.of Transportation, reférred to as CALTRANS, and:

City and County of Sani Francisco, a municipal. corporation:of the State of California, referred
to hereinafter as CITY..

RECITALS

1.  PARTNERS are authorized to-enter info-a cooperative agreement for improvements to the
state highway system (SHS) per the Califortiia Streets and Highways Code sectionis 114
and 130.

2. For the purpose of this AGREEMENT, pedestrian and transit bulbouts, utility and signal
upgrade on State Route 1 (19th Avenue) from: Lincoln Avenue to- Holloway Avenue will be
referred to hereinafter as: PROJECT. The project scope of work is defined in the PROJECT
initiation and approval documents (e.g:, Project Study Report, Permit Engineering

3. Allresponsibilities assigned in this AGREEMENT to complete the following PROJECT
COMPONENTS will be referred to hereinafter as OBLIGATIONS:

e Plans, Specifications, and Estimate (PS&E)
¢ Right of Way Support (R/W SUPPORT)
o Rightof Way Capital (R/W CAPITAL)
s CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT
» CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL
4, ThisAGREEMENT is separate from arid does not modify or replace any other eooperative
-agreement o memorandum of understanding between PARTNERS regarding the
PROJECT:.
5. The followitig work associated with this PROJECT has been completed or is in progress:
» The San Francisco. Planning Commission certified the TEP EIR in Match, 2014. The

project’s proposed bus stop. consolidations and relocations, and the transit and pedesfrian
bulb-outs along SR 1 are included inthe TEP EIR as itern TTRP.28.

PACT Project Development Agreement 2015-03-12 (Created 07/23/15) ' 10f19



6.

7.

AGREEMENT (4-2593
"Project No. 0400000325

The San Francisco Planning Department (SF Plannmg) issued an-Abbreviated CEQA
Checklist for TEP Improvements subsequent to Cettification of the TEP EIR for the
additional pedestrian bulb-outs; rémoval of channelizing islands, and other surface
improvements on May 29; 2015.

SF Planning issued a Categorical Exeniption (Cat Ex) for the water distribytion system -

replacement, new installation, and upgrades on August24, 2015.

SF Planning concurred with 4 Statatory Exemption. (Stat Ex) prepated by the SFPUC for the
replaceinent of existing AWSS pipeline on April 17, 2015,

SE Planning concurred with a Stat Ex prepared by the SFPUC for the Flexible Water. Supply

System pipeling connections on April 17; 2015.

SF Planning issued a Cat Ex for the wastewater system repair and replacement on January
19, 2016.

Caltrans issued a Cat Ex forthe SF-1 PhasesIII Signal Upgrade and Interconnect Signals
Project (BEA 01700) on. April 21, 2015.

In this AGREEMENT capitalized:words represent defined terms; initialisms; or acronyms.

PARTNERS hereby set forth the terms, covenants, and conditions of this AGREEMENT;
‘under which they will accoraplish OBLIGATIONS.

RESPONSIBILITIES

Sponsorship

8

CITY is the SPONSOR for the PROJECT COMPONENTS in.this AGREEMENT.

Funding

9.

10.

The OBLIGATIONS do not use funds administered by CALTRANS PARTNERS will
amend this AGREEMENT shiould this condition change,

Each PARTNER:is respornisible for the costs they. incuf in performing the OBLIGATIONS
of this AGREEMENT uriless otherwise stafed in this AGREEMENT.,

PACT Project Development Agreement 2015-03-12 (Created 07/23/15) \ 20f19




AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No. 0400000325

_Impl'ementinz" Ageney

11.  CITY is the IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for PS&E.
12.  CITY is the IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for RIGHT OF WAY.
13.  CITY is'the IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for CONSTRUCTION.

14, The IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for a PROJECT COMPONENT will provide a Quality
Management Plan (QMP) for that component as part of the PROJECT MANAGEMENT
PLAN. The Quality Management Plan describes the IMPL.EMENTING AGENCY’s
quality policy and how it:will be used. The Quality Management Plan is subject to
CALTRANS review and approval, | |

The CITY will provide, or cause to-provide, source inspection sérvices for PROJECT.

The CITY will prepare a Quality Management Plan (QMP) which will include a description of
how source inspection will be-performed and will submit the QMP to the DEPARTMENT for
review and approval by the-State Materials Engineer.

15.  Any PARTNER responsible for completing WORK shall make its personnel and
consultarits that prepare WORK available to help resolve WORK-related problems and
changes for the entire duration of the PROJECT including PROJECT COMPONENT work:

that may occur under separate agreements.

Independent Quality Assurance

16. CALTRANS will provide Independent Quality Assurance for the portions of WORK: within,
the existing and proposed SHS right-of-way.

CALTRANS” Indeperident Quality Assutance efforts are:to ensure that CITY's quality
asstrance activities result in, WORK being developed in accordance with the applicable
standards and within an established Quality Management Plan. Independent Quality
Assurance does not include any efforts necessary to develop or deliver WORK or any
validation by verifying or rechecking work performed by another party.

When CALTRANS performs Independent Quality Assurance it does so for its own benefit.
No.one can assign liability to CALTRANS.due to its Independent Quality Assttance:

CEQA Lead Agency

17.  CITY is the:CEQA Lead Agency for the PROJECT.

18,  CALTRANS is a CEQA Responsible Agency forthe PROJECT.

" PACT Prbject Development Agieement 2015-03-12 (Created 07/23/15) 3of19



AGREEMENT 04-2553
Project.No. 8400000325

Environmental Permits, Approvals and Agreements

19.

20.

21.

PARTNERS will comply with the. commiitments and conditions set forthin the
environmental documentation, environmental pernits, approyals, and applicable
agreements as those comitments and conditions apply to each PARTNERs
responsibilities in this AGREEMENT,

Unless otherwise assigned in this: AGREEMENT, the IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for a.
PROJECT COMPONENT is responsible for all PROJECT COMPONENT WORK
associated with coordinating, obtaining, implementing, renewing, and amending the
PROJECT permnits, agreemernts, and approvals whether theyaré identified in the planned
project scope of work or-become necessary in the course of completing the PROJECT.

The PROJECT requires the following environmental requirements/approvals:

401, chlonal Water Quality Control Board

‘Nahonal Pollutant Dlscharcre Elimination System (NPDES) State Water Resomces Control h
Board

State Waste D1scharge Requlrements (Porter Colo gne), Reg10na1 Water Quahty Control Boald |

I’Ian's,-v Snociﬁcaﬁons, and Estimate (PS&E)

22.

23,

As IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for PS&E, CITY is tesponsible for all PS&E WORK.
except those PS&E activities and responsibilities that are assigned to atiother PARTNER in
this AGREEMENT and those activities that may be specifically excluded.

CITY 'will prepare. Utility Conflict Maps identifying the accommodation,. protection,
relocation, or removal of any existing utility facilities that conflict with constriction of the
PROJECT or that violate CALTRANS" encroachment policy.

CITY, will provide CALTRANS a copy of Utility Conflict Maps for CALTRANS' concurrence
priorto issning the Notices:to Owner and executing the Utility Agreement. All utility conflicts
will be addressed in the PROTECT plans; specifications, and estimate:

Right of Way (R/W)
24, As IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for R/W, CITY is responsible for all R/W SUPPORT

WORK except those R/W SUPPORT activities and responsibilities that are assigned to
ancther PARTNER iir this AGREEMENT and thosé activities that may be specifically
excluded,

PACT Project Development Agreement 2015-03-12 (Created 07/23/15) 40f19



25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No. 0400000325

Right of Way acquisition will not occur priorto the approval of the environmental
document, If environmental permits, licenses, agreements; or certifications are nieeded for
the 1ight of way acquisition than those must be obtained prior to the acquisition.

The selection of R/W persomnel and- WORK within the completed PROJECT’s SHS right-
of-way will be performed in accordance with federal and-California laws and regulations;
and CALTRANS’ policies, ptocedures, staridards, practices, and applicable agreements.

CITY will make all necéssary arrangements. with utility owners for the timely
accommodation, protection, relocation, or removal of any existing utility facilities that
conflict with construction of the PROJECT or that violate CALTRANS’ éncroachment
policy:

CITY will provide CALTRANS a copy of conflict maps, Relocation Plans; proposed
Notices to Owner, Reports of Invéstigation, and Utility Agreements (if applicable) for
CALTRANS' concurrence: prior to issuing the Notices to Owner and executing the Utility:
Agreement. All utility conflicts will be fully addressed prior to Right of Way. Certification
and all arrangements for the protection, relGeation, or rémoval of all:conflicting facilities
will be completed prior to construction contract award and included i the PROJECT plans,
specifications, and estimate,

CITY will determine the cost to positively identify and locate, protect, relocate, or remove
any utility facilities whether inside or outside SHS right-of-way in accordance with féderal
and California Jaws and regulations, and CALTRANS? policies, procedures, standards,
practices, and applicable agreements includitig but not limited to Freeway Master
Contracts.

CITY will provide a land surveyor licensed in the State of Californiato be respornsible for
surveying and right-of-way engineering. All survey and right-of~way engineering
documents will bear the professional seal, certificate number, registration classification,
expiration date of certificate, and signature of the responsible surveyor.

CITY will utilize a public agency currently qualified by CALTRANS or a propetly
Ii'censed c0nsultant for all: 'right'—of-way ac'tiviﬁ‘e‘s‘ A qualified right-of-way agent will

CITY will submit a draft Right of Way Certification docurnent to CALTRANS six (6) wccks
prior to the scheduled Right of Way Certification nnlestone date fort review..

CITY will submit a final Right of Way certification'document to CALTRANS for approval
prior to the PROJECT advertisement:

PACT Prdject Development Agreement 2015-03-12 (Created 07/23/15) 50of19



AGREEMENT 04-2593:
Project No. 04000003235

32.  Physical and Iegal‘poss'e‘s'si‘ﬁn of right-of-way must be completed prior to construction
advertisement, unless PARTNERS mutually agree to other arrangements in witting. Right
of way conveyances fust be completed prior to OBLIGATION COMPLETION, unless:
PARTNERS mutvally agree to other arrangements in writing.

33. CALTRANS’ acceptance of right-of-way title is subject fo review of an Updated
Preliminary Title Report provided by CITY verifying that the title is free of all
encumbrances and liens. Upon acceptarice, CITY will provide CALTRANS with a Policy
of Title Insurance in CALTRANS® name.

34,  The California Transpoitation Commission is responsible for hearing and adopting
Resolutions of Necessity;

Construction

35.  AsIMPLEMENTING AGENCY for CONSTRUCTION, CITY is responsible for all
CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT WORK except those CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT
activities and responsibilities that are assigned to another PARTNER in this AGREEMENT
and those activities that may be specifically excluded.

36.  CALTRANS will be responsible for completing the following CONSTRUCTION
SUPPORT activities: ‘

1285.05.155x Change Ordet Review & Approval as required in this Agreement

270.20.4530¢ SWPPP/WPCP Review & Approval

PACT Project Development Agreement 2015-03-12 (Created 07/23/15) 6 of 19



AGREEMENT 04-2593
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37.  CITY will advertise, open bids, award, and approve the construction contract in accordance
with the California Public Contract Code and the California Labor Code. By accepting
responsibility to advertise and award the construction confract, CITY also accepts
responsibility to administer the construction contract.

38. CALTRANS will riot issue an Encroachment Permit for construction work writil
CALTRANS accepts:

» The final plans, specifications, and estimate package
e The Right of Way Certification
e The PROJECT SPONSOR verifies full funding of CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT and.
CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL.
e Quality Management Plan (QMP) for Construction
39..  CITY will provide a Resident Engineer and CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT staff that are
independent of the construction contractor. The Resident Engineer will be a Civil

Engineer, licetised in the State of California, who is responsible. for construction contract
administration activities.

40.  CALTRANS will review and approve:

» Change Orders affecting public safety, public convenience, protected environmental
resources, the preservation of propeérty, all design and specification changes; and all major:
charigesas defined in the CALTRANS Constiuction Manmal. These Change Orders must
receive written concurrence by CALTRANS prior to implementation.

¢ The Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) or the Water Pollution Control Plan
(WPCP).

¢ Quality Management Plan (QMP) for Construction,

41.  IFCONSTRUCTION CAPITAL is fimded with state or federal funds ther CITY will

administer and process all construction contract claims using a CALTRANS-approved
process. CALTRANS will provide Independent Quality Assurance for the claims process.

42.  CITY will require the construction contractot to furish payiment and pérforrance bonds

naming CITY as obligee, and CALTRANS as additional obligee, and to carry liability
insurance in accordance with CALTRANS Standard Specifications.

PACT Project Development Agreement 2015-03-12 (Created 07/23/15) 7-6£19
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44.

45.

46.

47.

48,

TN T i~ S PR grepimeand 0TS 0710 000, o R § C 5
ACT Projoct Development Agreament 2015-00-12 (Created 07/23/153 3ofl

AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No. 0400000325

CITY is designated as the Approved Signatory Authority responsible for preparing and
filinig all Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) Permit Registration Documents
incliuding certifying the accuracy of all documents and its compliance in accordance with
the Construction General Permit, and CALTRANS MS4 National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination Systern (NPDES) permit for all work within the SHS.

The Quality Management Plan will describe how construction material verification and
workmanship inspections will be performed at manufacturing sources and the PROJECT
job-site. The construction material and source inspection Quality Managemerit Plan is
subject to review and approval by the State Materials Engineer.

As IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for construction, CITY is responsible for maintenance of
the State Highway System within the PROJECT limits as part of thé construction contract.

After OBLIGATION COMPLETION SHS maintenance will be handled through an
existing maintenance agreement.

Within one hundred eighty (180) calendar days following the completion and acceptance of
the PROJECT construction contract, CIT'Y shall furnish CALTRANS with a complete set
of “As-Built” plans arid Change Orders, including any changes authorized by CALTRANS,
on a CD ROM and in accordance with CALTRANS’ then current CADD User’s Manual
(Section 4.3), Plans Preparation Manual; and CALTRANS practice. The plans will have
the Resident Engineers name, contract number, and construction contract accéptance date
printed on each plan sheet; and with the Resident Engineer’s signature only on the title
sheet. The As-Built plans will be in Microstation DGN format, version 7.0 or Jater. In.
addition, CITY will provide one set of As-Built plans and addenda in TIFF format.

The submittal must also include all CALTRANS requested contract records, and land survey
documents. The land survey docuimeénts include monument preservation documents and
Records of Surveys prepared to satisfy the requirements of the California Land Surveyors Act
(Business and Professions Code sections 8700.— 8805). Copies of survey documents and
Records of Surveys filed in accordance with Business. & Professions Code; including sections
8762 and 8771, shall contain the filing information provided by the county in which filed.

Upon OBLIGATION COMPLETION, ownership or title to all materials and equipment
constructed or installed for the operations and/or maintenance of the SHS within SHS right-
of-way as part.of WORK become the property of CALTRANS.

CALTRANS will not accept ownership or title to any materials or equipment constructed or

wstalled outside the SHS right-of-way.



AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No. 0400000325

Schedule

49,

PARTNERS will manage the schedule for OBLIGATIONS through the work plan included
in the PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN.

Additional Previsions

50.

51

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57..

PARTNERS will perform all OBLIGATIONS in accordance with federal and California
laws, regulations; and standards; FHWA STANDARDS; and CALTRANS STANDARDS.

CALTRANS retains the right to reject noncompliant WORK, protect public safety,
preserve property rights, and ensure that all WORK is in the best interest of the SHS.

Each PARTNER will ensure that personnel participating in OBLIGATIONS are
appropriately qualified or licensed to perform the tasks assigned to them.

PARTNERS will invite each.other to participate in the selection of any consultants who
participate in OBLIGATIONS.

CALTRANS will issue; upon proper application, the éncroachment permits réquired for
WORK within SHS right-of-way. Contractors and/or agents, and utility ownets will hot
work: within the SHS right-of-way without an encroachment permit‘issued in their name,
CALTRANS will provide encroachment permits to-PARTNERS, their contractors,
consultants and agents, and utility owners-atno cost. If the encroachment permit and this
AGREEMENT conflict, the requiremeits of this AGREEMENT shall prevail. ‘

The IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for a PROJECT COMPONENT will cootdinate,
prepare, obtain, implement, renew, and amend any encroachment permits needed to
complete the PROJECT COMPONENT WORK.

If any PARTNER discovers unanticipated cultural, archaeological, paleontological; or
other protected resources during WORK, all WORK in that area will stop and. that
PARTNER will notify all PARTNERS within twenty-four (24) hours of discovery.
WORK may only resume after a qualified professional has evaluated the natute and
significance of the discovery and a plan is épprovedfor; its removal or protection.

PARTNERS will hold all administrative drafis and administrative final reports, studies,.
materials, and documentation relied upon, produced, ¢reated, or utilized for the PROJECT
in confidence to the extent permitted by law and where applicable, the provisions of’
California Government Code section 6254.5(e) shall protect the confidentiality of such
documents 1 the event that said documents are shared betiwveen PARTNERS.

PACT Project Development Agreesnent 2015-03-12 (Created 07/23/15) 90f 19



AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No. 0400000325

PARTNERS will not distribute, :reiease,- or share said documeénts ‘with anyone other than
employees, agents, and consiiltants who require access to complete the PROJECT without the
wriﬁen consent of the PARTNER authorized to release themi, unless required or-authorized to
do so by law: '

58.  Ifa PARTNER receives a public records request pertaining to OBLIGATIONS, that
PARTNER will notify PARTNERS within five (5) working days of receipt and make
PARTNERS aware of any disclosed public documents. PARTNERS will consult with each
other prior to the release of any public documents related to the PROJECT.

59.  IfHM-1 or HM-2 is.found during a PROJECT COMPONENT, the IMPLEMENTING
AGENCY for that PROJECT COMPONENT will. immediately notify PARTNERS.

60.  CALTRANS, independent of the PROJECT, is responsible for any HM-1 found within the
existing SHS right-of-way. CALTRANS will undertake, or cause to be undertaken, HM
MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 with minimum impact to the PROJECT

~ schedule.

CALTRANS, independent of the PROJECT will pay, or cause to be paid, the cost of HM
MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 found within the existing SHS right-of-way.

61.  CITY, independent of the PROJECT, is responsible for any HM-1 found within the
PROJECT limits and outside the existing SHS right-of-way. CITY will undertake, or cause
to be undertaken, HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 with minimum
impact to the PROJECT schedule.

CITY, indepcndent of the PROJECT, will pay, or cause to be paid, the cost.of HM
MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM=1 found within: the PROJECT limits and
outside of the existing SHS right-of-way.

62.  IfHM-2 is found within the PROJECT limits, the public.agency responsible for the
advertisement; award, and administration (AAA) of the PROJECT construction contract
will be responsible for HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-2..

63. CALTRANS” acquisition or acceptance of title to any property on which any HM-1 or
HM:-2 is found will proceed in accordance with CALTRANS’ policy on such acquisition:

64.  CITY will accept, reject, compromise, settle, or litigate claims of any non-AGREEMENT
parties hired to complete OBLIGATIONS.

PACT Project Developrment Agraement 2015-03-12 (Created 07/23/15) 10619



65.

66.

67.

68.

69

70.

71

72.

AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No. 0400000325

PARTNERS will confer on-any claim that may affect OBLIGATIONS or PARTNERS’

. liability or responsibility under this AGREEMENT in order to retain resolution possibilities

for potential future claims. No PARTNER will prejudice the rights of another PARTNER
until after PARTNERS confer on: the claim.

If the PROJECT expends state or federal funds, each PARTNER will comply with the
federal Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements
for Federal Awards of 2 CFR, Part 200: PARTNERS will ensure that any for-profit party
hired to participate in the OBLIGATIONS will comply with the requirements.in 48 CFR,
Chapter 1, Part 31. When state or federal funds are expended on the PROJECT these
principles and requirements apply to all funding types included in this AGREEMENT.

Ifthe PROJECT expends state or federal funds, each PARTNER will undergo an annual

audit in accordance. with the Single Audit Act and the federal Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) Circular A-133.

If the PROJECT expends federal funds, any PARTNER that hires an' A&E consultant to
perform WORK on any part 6f the PROJECT will ensure that the procurement of the
consultant and the consultant overhead costs are in accordance with Chapter 10 of the
Local Assistance Procedures Manual.

If WORK stops for any réason, IMPLEMENTING AGENCY will place the PROJECT
right-of-way in a safe and operable condition acceptable to CALTRANS.

If WORK stops for any reason, each PARTNER will continue to implement all:of its

applicable commitments and coriditions included in the PROJECT environmental

documentation, permits, agreements, or-approvals that are in effect at the time that WORK
stops, as they apply to each PARTNER s responsibilities in this AGREEMENT, in order to.
keep the PROJECT in environmental compliance until WORK resumes.

Fines, interesf, or penalties levied against a PARTNER will be paid by the PARTNER
whose action or lack of action caused the levy.

CITY will furnish CALTRANS with the Project History Files related to the PROJECT
facilities on SHS within sixty (60) days following the completion of each PROJECT
COMPONENT. CITY will prepare the Project History File in accordance with the Project
Development Procedures Manual; Chapter 7. All material will be submitted neatly ina
three-ring binder and on a CD ROM in PDF format:
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GENERAL CONDITIONS

73.  PARTNERS understand that this AGREEMENT is in accordance with and -govemned by the
Constitution and laws of the State of California, This AGREEMENT will be enforceable
in the State of California. Any PARTNER initiating legal action arising from this
AGREEMENT will file and maintain that legal action in the Superior Court of the county
in which the CALTRANS district office that is signatory to this AGREEMENT resides, or
in the Superior Court of the county in which the PROJECT is physically located.

74.  All CALTRANS’ OBLIGATIONS under this AGREEMENT are subject to the
appropriation of resources by the Legislature, the State Budget Act authority, and the
allocation of funds by the California Transportation Commission.

75.  Neither CITY nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for any injury, damage or.
liability occurring by reason of anything done or emitted to be done-by CALTRANS, its
contractors, stib-contractors, and/of its agents under or in connection with any work,
authority, or jurisdiction conferred upon CALTRANS under this AGREEMENT. Itis

- understood and agreed that CALTRANS, to the extent permitted by law, will defend,
indemnify, and save Barmless CITY and all of its officers and employees from all claims,
suits, or actions of every name, kind, and description brought forth under, but not limited
to, tortious, contractual, inversé condemnation, or othér theories and assertions of liability
occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CALTRANS, its
contractors, sub-contractors, and/or its agents under this AGREEMENT.

76.  Neither CALTRANS nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for any injury,
damage; o liability occurting by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CITY,
its cohua(;tors-?:sub-gontractors? and/or its agents under or in connection with, any work,
authority, or jurisdiction conferred upon CITY under this AGREEMENT. It is understood
and agreed that CITY, to the extent permitted by law, will defend, indemnify, and save

- harmless CALTRANS and all of its officers and employees from all claims, suits, or
actions of evety name, kind, and description brought forth under, but not limited to;,
tortious, contractual, inverse condemnation, or other-theories and assertions of Habﬂity
occurring. by réason of anything done or omitted to bé done by CITY, its contractors, sub-
contractors, and/or its:agents under this AGREEMENT.

77.  PARTNERS donot intend this AGREEMENT to create a third party beneficiary or define
duties, obligations, or rights in parties not signatory to this AGREEMENT. PARTNERS
do not intend this AGREEMENT to affect their legal liability by imposing any standard of
care for fulfilling OBLIGATIONS different from the standards imposed by law.

78, PARTNERS will not assign or attempt to assign OBLIGATIONS to parties not signatory to

this AGREEMENT without an amnondment to this AGREEMENT.
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79.  CITY willnot interpret any ambiguity contained in'this AGREEMENT against
CALTRANS. CITY waives.the provisions of California Civil Code section 1654.

A waiver of a PARTNER’s performance under this AGREEMENT will hot-¢onstitute a
continuous waiver of any other provision:

80. A delay or omission to exercise a right or power due to a default does not negate the use:of

that right or power in the future when deﬂcmcd"necessary.

81.  Ifany PARTNER defaults in its OBLIGATIONS, a non-defaulting PARTNER will request
in writing that the default be remedied within thirty (30) calendar days. If the defaulting
PARTNER fails 1o do so, thenon-defaulting PARTNER may initiate dispute resolution.

82.  PARTNERS will first attempt to resolve AGREEMENT disputes at the PROJECT team
level. If they cannot resolve the dispute themselves, the CALTRANS district director and
the executive officer of CITY will attempt to ricgotiate atesolution. If PARTNERS do not
reach a resolution, PARTNERS’ legal counsel will jnitiate mediatiori. PARTNERS agree
to participate in mediation in: good: faith and will shate equally in its costs.

Neither the dispute nor the mediation process relieves PARTNERS from full and timely
performance of OBLIGATIONS in accordance with the terms of this AGREEMENT,
However, if any PARTNER stops fulfilling OBLIGATIONS, any other PARTNER may seck
equitable relief to ensure that OBLIGATIONS continue,

- Except for equitable relief, no PARTNER miay file a civil complaint until after mediation, or
forty-five (45) calendar days after filing the written mediation request, whichever occurs first.

PARTNERS will file any civil complaints in the Superior Court of the county in which the
CALTRANS district office signatory to this AGREEMENT resides or in the Superior Court of
the county in which the PROJECT is physically located. The prevailing PARTNER will be:
entitled to-an award of all costs, fees, and expenses, including reasonable attorney fees as a.
result of litigating & dispute under this AGREEMENT or to enforce the provisions of this
article including equitable relief.

83.  PARTNERS maintain the ability to piirsne alternative or additional dispute remedies if a
previously selected remedy does not achiéve resolution.

84. If any provisions in this AGREEMENT aré found by a court of competent jurisdiction to
be, or are.in fact, illegal, inoperative, or unenforceable, those provisions do not render any -
or all other AGREEMENT provisions invalid, inoperative, or unenforceable, and those
provisions will be automatically severed from this AGREEMENT.
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85.  If during performance of WORK additional activities or environmental documentation is
necessary to keep the PROJECT in environmental compliance, PARTNERS will amend
this AGREEMENT to. includé completion of those additional tasks.

86.  Except as otherwise provided in the AGREEMENT, PARTNERS will execute a formal
written amendment if there are any changes to OBLIGATIONS.

87.  'When WORK performed on the PROJECT is done under contract and falls within the
Labor Code section 1720(a)(1) definition of "public works" ini that it is construction,
alteration, demolition, installation, ot repair; or maintenance work under Labor Code
section 1771, PARTNERS shall conform to the provisions of Labor Code sections 1720
through 1815, and all applicable:provisions of California Code of Regulations found in
Title 8, Division 1, Chapter 8, Subchapter 3, Articles 1-7. PARTNERS shall include
prevailing ‘wage requirements in contracts for public work and require contractors to.
include the same prevailing wage requirements in all subcontracts. Work performed by a
PARTNER’s own employees is exempt from the Labor Code's Prevailing Wage
fequirements.- '

88.  If WORK is paid for, in whole or part, with federal funds and is of the type of work subject
to- federal prevailing wage requirements, PARTNERS shall conform to the provisions of
the Davis-Bacon and Related Acts, 40 U.S.C. § 276(a).

When applicable, PARTNERS shall include federal prevailing wage requirements in contracts
for public work. WORK performed by a PARTNER’s employees is exempt from federal
prevailing wage requiréments.

89. PARTNERS agree to sign a CLOSURE STATEMENT to. terminate this AGREEMENT.
‘However, all indemnification, document retention, audit, claims, environmental
commitment, legal challenge, maintenance and ownership articles will remaix in éffect
until terminated or modified in writing by mutual agreeinent or expire by the statute of
limitations. : ’

90. PARTNERS intend this AGREEMENT to be their final expression that supersedes any oral
understanding or writings: pertaining to the OBLIGATIONS. The requirements of this;
AGREEMENT sshall preside over any conflicting requirements in any documents that are made
an express patt.of this AGREEMENT,..
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DEFINITIONS

AGREEMENT - This agreement, including any:attachments, exhibits, and amendments.

‘CALTRANS STANDARDS — CALTRANS policies and procedures, including, but not limited to,
the guidance provided in the Project Development Procedures Manual (PDPM) and the
CALTRANS Workplan Standards Guide for the Delivery of Capital Projects (WSG) [which.
contains the. CALTRANS Work Breakdown Structure (WBS) and was previously known as the
WBS Guide] and is available at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/projmgmt/gnidance.htm.

CEQA (California Environmental Quality Act) — The zct (California Public Resources Code,
sections 21000 et seq.) that requites state: and local agencies to identify the significant
environmental impacts of their actions and to avoid or mitigate those significant impacts, if
feasible:.

CFR (Code of Federal Regulations) — The general and permanent rules published in the Federal
Register by the executive departments and agencies of the federal government.

CONSTRUCTION — Se¢ PROJECT COMPONENT.,
CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL — See PROJECT COMPONENT.
CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT ~ See PROJECT COMPONENT.

CLOSURE STATEMENT — A document signed by PARTNERS that verifies the completion.of all
OBLIGATIONS included in this AGREEMENT and in.all amendments to this AGREEMENT.

FHWA — Fedéral Highway Administration.

FHWA STANDARDS — FHWA tegulations, policies and procedures, including, but not limited. to
the guidance prov1ded at www.thwa.dot.gov/topics,htm,

FUNDING PARTNER — A PARTNER that comnits funds in this AGREEMENT to fulfill
OBLIGATIONS. A FUNDING PARTNER accepts the responsibility to provide the funds it
commits in this AGREEMENT,

GAAP (Generally Accepted Accounting Principles) — Uniform minimum standards and guidelines
for financial accounting and reporting issued by the Federal Accounting Standards Advisory
Board that serve to-achieve some level of standardization. See
http://www.fasab.gov/accepted.html.

HM-1 - Hazardous-material (including, but not limited to, hazardous waste) that may require
removal and disposal pursuant to federal or state law whether it 1s disturbed by the PROJECT
or not.

PACT Project Development Agreement 2015-03-12 (Created 07/23/15) 1S of19



AGREEMENT 04-2593
Project No. 0400000325

HM-2 — Hazardous material (inchiding, but not limited to, hazardous waste) that may require -
removal and disposal pursuant to federal or state law only if disturbed by the PROJECT.

HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES — Manageinent activities related to either HM-1. or HM-2
including, without limitation, any necessary manifest requirements and disposal facility
designations. '

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY - The PARTNER tesponsible for managing the scope, cost, and
schedule of a PROJECT COMPONENT to ensure the completion of that component.

IQA (Independent Quality Assurance) — CALTRANS’ efforts to ensure that another PARTNER'’s
quality assurance activities are in accordance with the applicable standards and the
PROJECT’s Quality Management Plan (QMP). When CALTRANS performs Iidependent
Quality Assurance it does not develop, produce, validate, verify; re-check, or quality control
another PARTNER’s work products.

OBLIGATIONS —All WORK responsibilities and their associated costs.

OBLIGATION COMPLETION — PARTNERS have fulfilled all OBLIGATIONS included in this
AGREEMENT and have Signed a COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT CLOSURE
STATEMENT.

PARTNER - Any individual signatory party to this AGREEMENT.

PARTNERS — The term that collectively referénces all of the signatory agencies to this.
AGREEMENT. This term only déscribeés the relatioriship between these.agencies to work
together to achieve a mutually beneficial goal. It is not-used in the traditional legal sense in
which orie PARTNERs individual actions legally bind the other PARTNER.
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PROJECT COMPONENT — A distinct portion of the planning and project development process of a
capital project as outlined in California Government Code, section 14529(b).

[ 2

PID (Project Initiation Document) — The work required to-deliver the project initiation
document for the PROJECT in accordance with CALTRANS STANDARDS.

PA&ED (Project Approval and Environmmental Document) — The work fequired to deliver
the project approval and environmental documentation for the PROJECT iri accordance
with CALTRANS STANDARDS.

PS&E (Plans, Specifications, and Estimate) _ The work required to deliver the plans,
specifications, and estimate for the PROJECT in accordance with CAL TRANS
STANDARDS.

R/W (Right of Way) —The project components for the purpose of acquiring real property:
interests for the PROJECT in accordance with CALTRANS STANDARDS.

e R/W (Right of Way). SUPPORT ~The work required to obtain. all propetty interests for
the PROJECT.

» R/W (Right of Way) CAPITAL — The funds for acquisition of property rights for the
PROJECT.

CONSTRUCTION — The project components. for the purpose of completing the
construction of the PROJECT in accordance with CALTRANS STANDARDS.

e CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT — The work required for the administration; acceptanice,
and final documentation of the construction contract for the PROJECT.

e CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL — The funds.for the construction contract.

PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN - A group of documents used to guide the PROJECTs
execution and control throughout that project’s lifecycle.

PS&E (Plans, Specifications, and Estimate) — See PROJECT COMPONENT.

QMP (Quality Management Plan) — An integral part of the PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN that.
describes IMPLEMENTING AGENCYs quality policy and how it will be used.

R/W (Right of Way) CAPITAL — See PROJECT COMPONENT.

R/W (Right of Way) SUPPORT — See PROJECT COMPONENT.
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SHS (State Highway System) — All highways, right-of-way, and related facilities acquired, laid out,
constructed, improved, or maintained as 4 state highway pursuant to constitutional or
legislative authorization:

SPONSOR — Anny PARTNER that accepts the responsibility to establish scope of the PROJECT and
the obligation to secure finaricial resources to fund the PROJECT COMPONENTS in this
AGREEMENT. A SPONSOR'is responsible for adjusting the PROJECT scope to match
committed funds or securing additional funds to fully fund the PROJECT COMPONENTS in
this AGREEMENT, If this AGREEMENT has mote than one SPONSOR, funding
adjustments will be made by percentage (as outlined iri Responsibilities). Scope adjustments
must be developed through the project development process and must be approved by
CALTRANS as the ownet/operator of the SHS.

WORK — All efforts to complete the OBLIGATIONS inclided in this AGREEMENT as described
by the activities in the CALTRANS Workplan Standards Guide for.the Delivery of Capital
Projects (WSG).. '
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SIGNATURES

PARTNERS are empowered by California Streets and Highways Code sections 114 and 130 to énter-
into this AGREEMENT and have delegated to the undersigned the authority to execute this
AGREEMENT on behalf of the respective agencies and covenaits to have followed all the necéssary
legal requirements to validly execute this AGREEMENT.

Signatories may execute this AGREEMENT through individual signature pages provided that each
signature is an original. This AGREEMENT is not fully executed until all original signatures are
attached.,

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ' CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION | Department of Public Works

Helena (Lenka) Culik-Caro : ~ Mohammed Muru |

Deputy District Director, Design 1 Director of Public Works

Certified as to fiinds: { Attest:

Jeffrey Armstrong John Thomas

District Budget Manager Division Manager

Approved asto form and procedure:

- John Malamut
- Deputy City Attorney
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 Planning Commission Motion 19105 San Fancisco,
 HEARING DATE: March 27, 2014 : CA S4103-247

Reception:

415.558.6378
Hearing Date: March 27, 2014 ' e
Date: March 13, 2014 415.556.6409
Case No:: 2011.0558E .
Project Address:  Transit Effectiveness Project (TEP), Citywide m"r:':;gm
Zoning: Not applicable 415,558.6377
Block/Lot: Not applicable

Project Sponsor;  Sean Kennedy, TEP Manager
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (the SFMTA)
One South Van Ness Avenue, 7¢ Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Staff Contact: Debra Dwyer —(415) 575-9031
Debra Dwyer@sfgov.org:

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT AND SERVICE POLICY FRAMEWORK.

MOVED, that the San Francisco Planning Commission (Jmeréinafter “Commission”) hereby CERTIFIES the
Final Environmental Impact Report identified as Case No. 2011.0558E, the Transit Effectiveness Project, a:
citywide transit infrastructure project (hereinafter “Project”), based upon the following findings:

1.. ‘The City and County of San Francisco, acting through the Planning Depariment (hereinafter
“Department”) fulfilled all procedural requiiements of the California Environmental Quality Act
(Cal. Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 ¢t seq., hereinafter “CEQA"), the Stafe CEQA Guidelines (Cal.
Admin. Code Title 14, Section 15000 2t éeq., (hereinafter “CEQA Guidelines”) and Chapter 31 of the.
San Francisco. Administrative.Code (hereinafter “Chapter 31”). A

A, The Department determined that an Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter “EIR”) was
required and provided Publik: notice of thit determination by publication in a newspaper. of
general circulation ort November 9, 2011. -

B. OnTJuly 10; 2013, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter
“DEIR”) and provided public notice in a newspaper of general circulation of the availability of the
DEIR for pibli¢ review arid comment and of the date and time of the Planning Commission publi¢
hiearing on the DEIR; this notice was rhailed to the Depattiment’s list of persons reqtiestinig such
riotice and to people that commented on the Initial Study, published January 23, 2013;

C. Notices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of the public héaring were posted at
the San Francisco County Clerk’s Office, on transit vehicles, and on the Planning Department’s

www sfplanning.org
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web site by Department staff on July 10, 2013, I addition; copies of the NOA were provided to all
public librariés withirt San Francisco. ’ .

D.. OnJuly 10, 2013, copiés of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of persons
requestmg 1t, to those noted on the dlstnbutlon list int the DEIR, and to govermnent agencies, the

E. Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the State Clearinghouse
. onJuly 10, 2013.

2. The Commission held a duly advertised public hearing on'said DEIR on August 15, 2013 at which
opportunity for public comment was given, and public comment was réceived on the DEIR. The -
period for acceptance of written comments ended on September 17, 2013,

3. The Department prepared responses to comiments on environmental issues received at the public
hearing and in writing during the 67- -day public review period for the DEIR, prepared revisions to
the text of the DEIR in response to commerits received or based on additional information that
became available during the public review period, and corrected errors in the DEIR. This material
was presented i a Responses to Comments ‘document, published on March 13,2014, distributed to
the Commission and-all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made available to others upon
request at the Department. ' '

4. A Final Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter “FEIR”) has beeni prepared by the Department,
consisting of the DEIR; any consultations and comments received during the review process, any
additional information that became available, the Responsesto Comments doci,_iment,rand any Errata
to the FEIR, all as required by law.

5. Project EIR files have been made available for review by the Commission-and the public. These files.
are available for public review at the Department at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, and are part of the
record before the Commission.

6. OnMarch 27,2014, the Commission reviewed and considered:the FEIR and hereby does find that the
contents of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR was prepared, publicized, and:
reviewed comply with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and Ghapter 31 of the San
Francisco Administrative Code.

7. The Planning Commission hereby dogs find that the FEIR conceéiming File No, 2011.0558E reflects the
' independent judgment and analysis of the City? and County ofl‘San Francisco, is adequate, accurate
and objective, and that the Responses to Comiments.document contains no significant revisions to the
DEIR, arid hereby doés CERTIFY THE-COMPLETION of $aid FEIR in compliance with CEQA and the
CEQA Guidelines.

8. The Commiission, in certifying the completion of said FEIR, hereby does find that the project
described in the EIR::

A. will have the following unavoidable significarit project-specific effects on the environment:

SAY FRANGISCO 2
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Fro g; am Lévél'glompg‘ nents

Service Policy Framework: Obj’e'ct.iVe,s»‘ Aand C

<

Impact TR-3: Implementation of the Policy Framework Objective A; Action A.3, and
Objective C, Actions .3 through C.5 may resultin significant traffic impacts;

Imipact TR-5: Implementation of the Policy Framework Opbjective A, Actiort A3 and
Objective C, Actions €:3 through C.5 may result inl significant loading impacts;

TPS Toolkit Categories and Program level TTRPs:

-

Proi

Impact TR-8: Implementation of the following TPS Toolkit categories: Lane Modifications
and Pedestrian Improvements may result in significant traffic impacts;

Impact TR-10: Implementation of the following TPS Toolkit categories: Transit Stop
Changes, Lane Modjifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions; arid Pedesirian
Improvements, may result in significant loading impacts;

Impact TR-14: Implementation of TPS Toolkit elements within the following categories:
Larie Modifications and Pedestrian Improvements, along the program-level TTRP corridors
may result insignificant traffic impacts;

Affected Intersections by program-level TTRP corridor

‘TTRP., at the intersections of: California/Arguello-and California/Park Presidio,
California/Cherry, Cﬁlifbnﬁa[LOéuSt! California/Presidio; and California/Divisadero

- TTRPZ22_2; 4t the intersection of: Fillmote/Lombard
TIRPK, at the intersections of: Ocean/]umpero Serrd, Ocean/Geneva/Phelan, Ocean/i.ee,
.Ocean/eramar, Ocean/Brighton

Impact TR-16: Ixﬁpletnentatibn of the following TPS Toolkit categories: Transit Stop

Changes, Lane Modifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Pedestrian
Improvements,along the program—level TTRP corridors may result in significant loadmg
impacts;:

Level Compon

TTRP14 Moderate Alternative Variant 1

Impact TR-48; Impl'emerttaﬁhnof project-level TTRP.14 Moderate Alterniativé Variant 1
would result in a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Mission Street such
that the existing loading.demand during the peak hour of Toading activities could not be
accommodated within-on-street loading sitpply aiid may create a potentially hazardoiis.
condition or mgmfmant,delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicyclés, or pedestiians;

TTRT.14 Moderate Alternative Variant 2

SAH FRANCISCO

Impact TR-49: Implementation of project-level TT_RP;M Moderate Alterniative Variant 2.
would resultin a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Mission Street such

PLAMPIMGE DEPARTWENT
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that the exxstmg loading demarnid during the peak hour of loading activities could not be
accommodated within on-street loading supply and may-create a potentially hazardous
coridition of sighificant delay that tay affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or pedestriaris;

TTRE.14 Expanded Alternative

Impact TR-24; Implementation of the project-level TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative would
resiilt in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of Randall Street/San Jose Averiie
that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus-Service
Improvements.and the TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative conditions;

Impact TR-50; Implemientation of project-level TTRP:14 Expanded Alternative would result:
in a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Mission Street such that the
existing loading demand during the peak hour of loading activities could not be
accommodated within on-stieet loading stipply and may createa potentially hazardous
condition or significant delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or pedestrians;

TTRP:22, 1 Expanded Alternative

Impact-TR-26: Iinplementation of the project-level TTRP22_1 Expanded Alternative would
result in a significant traffic impactat the intersection of 16th/Bryant streets:that would
operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions undef Existing p[us Service Improvements and the
TTRP,22_1 Expandéd Alternative conditions;

Impact TR-27: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative would
result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 16th Street/Potrero Avenue that
would operate at, LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plis Service Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative conditions;

Impact TR-28: [mplementation of the project-level TTRP22, 1 Expanded Alternative would
result in 4 sighificant traffic impact at the intersection of 16th/Seventh streets that would
operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service Improvements and the:

"TTRP22. 1 Expanded Altemative conditions;

‘TTRP.2Z_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1

SAN FRANCISCO
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¥mpact TR-30: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative.
Variant 1 would result.in a,signiﬁcant,&afﬁc impact at the intersection of 16th/Bryant
streetsthat-would operate at LOS'E 6r LOS F conditions undeér, Existirig pliis Service
Improvenients and the TTRP:22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1 conditions;

Impact TR-31: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.22,_1 Expanded Alternative
Variant 1 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 16th
Street/Potrero Averuie that woirld operate at LOS E or LOS ¥ conditions iinder Existing
plus Service Improvements and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1 conditions;

Impact TR-32: Implementation of the project-level TTRP22_1 Expanded Alternative
Variant 1 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intefsection.of 16%/Seventh
streets that would operate'at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service
Improvements and the TTRP22_1 Expanded Alternative conditions;
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T TTRP231 Expanded Alternative Vatiart 2

.

Impact TR-34: Implerfientation of the project-level TIRP22_1 Expanded Alternative
Variant 2 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 16th/Bryant
streets that would operate at LOS E.or LOS Fconditions under Existing plus Service
Improvements and the TTRE, 22 1 Expan ded A]tema,hve_ Variant 2 conditions;

Impact TR-35: Implemeritation of the project-level TTRP22_T Expanded Alternative
Variant 2 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of 16th
Street/Potrero Avénue that would operate-at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing
plus Service Iimprovements and the TTRP22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 conditions;

Impact TR-36: Implementation of the project-level TTRP22_1 Expanded Alternative
Variant 2 would resultin a significant traffic xmpact at the intersection of 16%/Seventh.
streets that wotld operate at LOS E or LOS F ¢onditions unider Existing plus Service
Improvements and the TTRP.22_1.Expanded Alternative Variant 2 conditiors;

TTRP.30_1 Moderate Alternative

Tmpact TR-51: :implemen'tatizoh of project-level TTRP30_1 Moderate Alternative wourld
result'in a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Stockton Street such that
the existing loading demand during the peak hour of loading activities could not be
accominodated within on-street loading supply and may create a poteritially hazardous
condition or significant delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or pedestrians;

TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative

Impact TR-38; Iiplementation of the project-level TTRP.30_1 Expanded Altérnative would
result in a significant fraffic impact at the intersectior of Columbus Avenue/Green
Street/Stockton Street that would operate at LOS E conditions under Existing plus Service
Improvements and the TTRP30_1 Expanded Altgrnative coriditions;

Impact TR-52; Implementation of pro;ect—level TIRP30_1 Expanded Alternative would
result in a reduction in on-street conunercial loading supply on Stockton Street such that
the existing loading demand duifing the peak hour of loadihg dctivitiés coisld not be
accommodated within on-street loading stpply arid may create a potentially hazardous
condition or significant delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or pedestrians;

TTRR.30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1

SAN FRANGISCO
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Impact TR-40; Implementation of the project-level TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alfernative
Variant T would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection of Columbus
Avenué/Greén Stréet/Stockton Street that would operate at LOS E conditions under 4
Existing plus Service Improvements and the TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant'1
conditions;

Impact TR-53: Implementation of project-level TTRP.30_1 Expanided Alternative Variant 1
would result int a reduction in bn-street commercial loading supply on Stocktorn Street such
that the existing loading demand during the peak hour of loading activities could not be
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acconimodated within on-street loading supply and may create a potentially hazaidous
condition or significant delay that may affect fraffic, transit, bicycles, or pedestrianis;

TTRE30._1 Expanded Altérnative Variant 2

Impact TR-42: Implementation of the project-level TTRP:30. ] Expanded Altérnative
Variant 2 would result ini a sighificant traffic inipact at thé intersection of Columbus
Avenue/Green Street/Stockton Street that would operate-at LOS E conditions under
Existing plus Service Improvements and the TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2
conditions;

Impact TR-54: Implementation of project-level TTRR30_T Expanided Alternative Variant 2
would result'in a reduction irvon-street commercial loading supply on Stockton Street such.
that the existing loading demand during the'peak hoiir6f loading activities could not be
accommodated within on-street loading supplyand may create a potentlally hazardous
condition orsignificant delay that.may affect traffic; fransit, bxcycles, or pedestrians; and

B. will have the following significant cumitlativé effects 6ri the envitonimient:

L

SAN FRANCISCO
=

L ANMMING D-EPARTMEN’T

Impact C-TR-1: The Service Policy Framework and Service Improveiments or Service
Variants, in combination with past, présént and reasonably foreseeable development in San
Fraricisco, would contributé considerably t0 a significant curnulative impact ontransit,
resulting in an.exceedance of Muni's capacity utilization standard on. the Mission corridot
withiri fhe Southéast screenline of the Downfown.screenlines under 2035 Cumulative plus
Sérvice' Improvements only conditions;

Impact C-TR-2: The Service Policy Framework, TPS Toolkit elements as applied in the
program—level TTRP corridors, and the Service Improvements with the TTRP Moderate
Alternative, in combiriation with pasf, present and teasonably foteseeable development in.
San Francisco, would contribute considerably to significant cumulative-impacts on transit,.
resulting in exceedances of Muni’s capacity utilization standard on the Fulton/Hayes
corridor within the Northwest screenline arid on the Mission corridor within the Sotitheast
screenline of the Downtown scréenlines under 2035 Cumuilative plus Service
Improvéments'and the TTRP Moderate Alternative conditions;

Impact C-TR-3: The Service Policy Framework the TPS Toolkit elements a5 applied in the

~ program-level TTRP corridors; and the Service: Improvements with the TTRP Expanded

Alternative, in combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable development in
San Francisco, would conttibuite considerably to significant cumulative impacts on transit,
re_sultmg in exceedantes of Muni's capacity utilization standard on the Fulton/Hayes
cotridor-within the Northwest screenline and ori the Mission corridor within the Southeast:
screenline of the Downtown screenlines tmder 2035 Cuniulative conditions plus Service
Imiprovements and the TTRP’EXp“an&ed' Alternative conditions;

Impact C-TR-7: Implementation of the Service Policy Framework Objective A, Action A.3

‘and ijéctive ¢, Actions C.3 through-C.S and TPS Toolkit categories: Lane Modifications

and Pedestrian Improveéitients as app[ied in programi-level TTRP corridors; in combination
with past, presént’ and reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would result
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in cumulative traffic impacts at intersections along the cortidors under 2035 Cumulative
plus Service Improvements and thé TTRP Moderate Alternative conditions;

Impact C-TR-9: Implementation of the:Service Policy Framework Objective A, Action A.3
and Objéctive C; Actions C.3 through C:5 and TPS Toolkit categories: Lane Modifications.
and Pedestrian Improvements as‘applied in program-level TTRP cotridors would result ini
camulative traffic impacts at intersections along the corridors under 2035 Cumulative plus
Service Improvements and the TTRP Expanded Alternative conditions;

Impact C-TR-43; Jmplemientation of the Policy Framework Objective A, Action A.3 and
Objective €, Actions C.3 through C.5, and TPS Toolkit Categories: Transit Stop Changes,
Lane Modifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Pedestrian Improvements as
applied t6 the program-level TTRP corridors in combination with past, preserit and
reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would resultin cumulative loading
impacts;

Imipact C-TR-49; Implementation of the Setvice Policy Framework Objective A, Action A.3
and Objective C, Actions C.3, C.4-and C.5, and the TPS Toolkit categories; Lane
Modifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Pedestrian Improveinents as applied.in
program-leve! TIRP corridors, in combination with past, present and reasonably
foreseeable development in San Francisco, may result in significant cumulative parking
impacts; :

TTRP] Expanded Alternative

Impact C-TR-13: Implementation of the 2035 CumulafiVé-,pIﬁS. Service Improvementsand
the TTRPJ Expanded Alternative would contribute considerably to-cumulative traffic
itmpacts at the intersection of Market/Church/14th streets during the .. peak hour;

TTIRP.5 Expanded Alternative:

-

Impact C-TR-14: Implementahon of the 2035 Curnulative plus Service Improvements and
the TTRP5 Expanded Alternative would fesult in crimulative traffic impacts at the
intersection of Fulton Street/Masonic Avenue during the p-m. peak hour;

TTRPSX Expanded Alternative

.

Impact C-TR-15; Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Iimprovements and
the TTRP8X Expanded Alternative would result in.cumulative traffic impacts at the
intersection of Geneva Avenue/Carter Street during the p.m. peak hour; ,

Impact C-TR-16: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plis Service Impiovéments: and
the TTRP8X Expanded Alternative would result in camulative traffic impacts at the
intersection of Geneva Avenue/Moscow Street during the p.m. peak hour;

TTRP.14 Variant 1 Moderate Alternative

SANFRANCISCO

PLAMMING DEPAITYVBIENT

Impact C-TR-44: Implementation of the project-level TTRF Moderate Alternative including
the TTRP.14 Variant 1 ; TTRP.14 Variant 2, and TTRP30_1 in combination with past, present



Motion No. 19105 ' - GASE NO. 2011.0558E
Hearing Date: March 27, 2014 Transit Effectiveness Project

"

and other reasonably foreseeable develepment ini San Francisco, would resultin
cumulative loading impacts; :

Iimpact C-TR-52: Implementation of the projéct-level TTRP Moderate Alternative for the-

“TTRP.14 Variant 1 or the TTRP.14 Variant 2, in corhbination with past, present and.

reasonably foreseeable development in'San Francisco, would result insignificant
cumulative parking impacts; :

TIRP.14 Variant 2 Moderate Alternative

Impact C-TR-44: Implementation of the project-level TIRP Moderate Alternative including
the TTRP.14 Variant 1, TTRP.14 Variant 2, and TTRP30_1 in combitiation with past; present
and other reasonably foreseeable developmient in San Francisco, would resultin
cumulative loadmg impacts;

£ Impact C- TR-52: Implementation of the pro;ect-leVel TIRP Modérate Alternative for the
TTRP.14 Variant 1 or the TTRP.14 Variant 2, int combination with past, present and
reasonably foréseeable development in San Francxsco, would result in significant
cumulative parking impacts;

TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative:

Impact C-TR-17: Implementation of the:2035 Cumulative plus Seivice Improvements and
the TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative would result in project and ciumulative traffic impacts at
the intersection of Randall Street/San Jose Avenue during the:a.m. peak hour;

Impact C-TR-18: Tmplementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and
the TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative would result in cumulative traffic impacts at the
intersection of Mission/Fifth streets during the a.m. peak hour;

Impact C-TR=19: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and
the TTRP,14 Expanded Alternative would result in camulative impacts at the intefséction of
stsxon/lG‘*' streets during the p.mi. peak hour; :

Ympact C-TR-45: Implementation of the pro;ect—level TTRP Expanded Alternative
including the TTRP.14, TTRP.30_1, TTRP.30._1 Variant 1, and TTRP.30_t Variant 2, in
combination with past, préesent and’ reasonably foreseeable: development in San Francisco,
would resultin project and cumulative loading impacts;

‘TIRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative

-

SAN FRANCISCO

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Impact C-TR-20: Tmplethentation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service: Jmprovements and
TTRP22_1 Expanded Alternative would result in project and cumulative traffic impacts at
the intersection of 16M/Bryant streets during the p.m. peak hour;

Impact C-TR-23; Implementahon of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and
the TTRP22_1 Expanded Alternative would result in project and cumulative traffic impacts
at the intersection of 16“‘/Potrero streets during the p.m. peak hour;
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" Tmpact C-TR-26: Implementation of the 2035 Camulative plus Service Improvementsand

the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Altemative would result in cumulative traffic impacts at the
intersection of 16%/Owenis streets during the p.m. peak hour;

Imipact C-TR-29: Trplementation of the 2035 Cumulativé plus Service Improvements plus:
the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative would result in cumilative traffi¢ impacts at the
intersection of 16%/Fourth streets during the 4.m. and p.m. peak hours;

Impact C-TR-32: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and
the TTRP22_1 Expanded ‘Altérnative woould result in project and cumulative traffic impacts
at the intersection of 16%/Seventh streets during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours;

Impact C-TR-54: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative for the:
TTRP:22.1, TTRP:22_1 Varjant 1; or TTRP22_1 Variant 2, in combination with past, present
and reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would result i s,i’gniﬁcént

-cumulative parking impacts;

TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1

Impact C-TR-21: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and
the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Altérnative Variant 1 would result in project and traffic
cumulative impacts at the infersection of 16"/Bryant streets during the p.m. peak hour;

Impact C-TR-24; Implemeérntation of the 2035 Cumulativé plus Seryice mprovements and

the"'I?IRP.zzj__'I Expanded Alternative Variantl: would result in project and cumulative
traffic impacts at the intersection of 16%/Potrero stréets during the p.m. peak hour;

Impact C-TR-27: Implemientation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Impravenients srid
the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Vatiant 1 would result in cumulative traffic impacts at
the intersection of 16%/Owens streets during the p.m. peak hour;

Impact C-TR-30: Implemientation of the 2035 Camulative plus-Service Improvements and:

the TTRP22 1 Expa;\ded Alternative Variant 1 would result in‘cumulative _tr;iffic_irnpaicts at

the intersection of 16%/Fourth streets during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours;

Imipact C-TR-33: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improyenients and
the TTRP.22 1 Expanded Alternative Variant T would result in projectand cumulative

traffic impacts at the intersection of 16#/Seventh streets:during the a.m; and p.m. peak

hotirs;

Impact. C-TR-54: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative for the:
TTRP22_1, TTRP22_1 Variant T, or TTRP22_1 Variant 2, in combination with past, Preserif
and reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco, would result in significant
cumulative parking impacts;

TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2

SAM FRANGISCG . .
PLANMING DEPATYMAINT

Impact C-TR-22: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements-and
the TTRP.22_1 Expandéd Alternative Variant 2 would result iri project arid cumilative.
traffic impacts at the intersection of 16™/Bryant streets during the p.m. peak hour;
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Impact C-TR-25: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Setvice Improvements and
the TTRP.22._1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 would result in project and cumulative
teaffic impacts at the intersection of 16%/Potrero streets during the p.m. peak hour;

Tmpact C-TR-28: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulativé plus Service Improvemen’rs and

'the TTRP22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 would result in cumulative traffic itpacts at
‘the intersection of 16%/Owens streets durmg the p.m. peak hour;

Impact C-TR-31: Implementation of the 2035 Cixmulative plus Service Improvements and
the TTRP22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 would result in cumulative traffic impacts at
the mtersect;on of 16'*‘/Fourﬂ1 streets during the a.m. and P peak hours;

Impact C-TR-34: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and

‘the TTRP22_1 Exparided Alternative Variant 2 would result in project and cumulative

traffic impacts at the intersection of 16%/Seventh streets during the a.m. and p.m, peak

hours;

Impact C-TR-54: Implementation of the project-level TYRP Expanded Alternative for the
TTRP22_1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 1, or TTRP22_1 Variant 2, in’ combination with past, present
and reasonably foreseéable development in San Francisco, would result in significant
cumulative parking impacts;

TTRP.30_1 Moderate Alternative.

Tmpact C-TR-44:: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Moderate Altetnative including .

‘the TTRP.14 Variant 1, TTRP.14 Variant 2, and TTRP.30_1 in combination with past; present

and other reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco; would result in.
cumulative loading impacts;

TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative

Impact C-TR-35: Implementation-of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and
the TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative would result in project and <umulative traffic impacts
at the intersection of Columbus Avenue/Green Street/Stockton Street;

Impact C-TR-45: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative
indluding the TTRP.14, TTRP.30_1, TTRP.30_1 Variant 1, and TTRP:30_1 Variant 2, in
combination with past; present and reasoriably foreseeable development in San Francisco,
‘would result in project and cumulative loading impacts;

TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Impact C-TR-36: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and
the TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1 would result in project and cumulative
‘traffic impacts at the intersection of Columbus Avenue/Green Street/Stockton 5Street; and

‘Impact C-TR-45¢ Implementation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative

including the TTRP.14, TTRP.30_1, TTRE30_1 Variant 1, and TTRE.30_1 Variani 2, in
combination with past, present and reasonzbly foreseeable development in San Francisco,
would result in project and cumulative loading impacts; and

10
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TTRP30_1 Expanded Altérnative Variant 2

- Impact C-TR-37: Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements and
the TTRP,30_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 would result in project and cumulative
traffi¢c impacts at the intersection of Columbuis Averiue/Greéen Street/Stockfon Stréet; and

¢ Impact C-TR-45: Implementation of the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative
inicluding the TTRP.14, TTRP.30_1, TTRP30_1 Variant 1, and TTRP30_1 Variant 2, in
combination with past, piésent anid reasonably foréseeablé development in $an Frandisco,
would result irt project and cumulative loadirig impacts.

I hereby certify that the foregoirig' Motion was ADQPTED. by the Planning Commission at its regular
meeting of March 27, 2014. I

Jonas Tonin
Comnmission Secretary

AYES: Wu, Fong; Hillis; Borden, Sugaya, and Moore
'NOES: Antonini v
ABSENT: None

ADOPTED:  March 27, 2014

SAN FRANGISGO . 1 1
PLANNING DEFPARTRENT
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MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY -
: BOARD OF DIRECTORS y

RESOLUTION No 14—041

v WHEREAS, The Strategic Plan reqmres that the SFMTA in the context of the “Transxt
F1rst” pohcy, 'make transit and other non—personal vehlcle-onented transportatlon modes the _
preferred means oftravel and ' S S R A

WI-IEREAS The Transrt Eﬁ'ectlveness Pro_]ect (TEP) is amajor SFMTA mltxatWe to.
. .nnprove Mum and help meet the Strategrc Plan’s mode shift goals and e

» WHEREAS The goals of the’ TEP are to: 1mprove Mum travel speed; reliability 'and
safety, make Mum a more attractive transporta’non mode; 1mprove cost—effecttveness of Mum
operatlons and asstst in- nnplementmg the Clty s Trans1t Frrst polrcy, and :

_ WHEREAS The SFMTA applied to the Planmng Department for envnonmental review
of the TEP under the Californid Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources: Code Secnons

~ 21000 et seq:, (CEQA); ot June 25, 2011, arid thie ‘Plarining Departimient. determinéd that an’
Envnonmental Impact Report (EIR) wasreqmred and provrded pubhc notice of that
determmatlon by pubhcanon ina newspaper of general crrculatlon on November 9, 2011 and

WHEREAS ‘On July 10 2013, the Planning Department pubhshed the Transxt

Eﬁ’ectlveness PI‘O_]CCt Draft Envrronmental ]‘mpact Report (DEIR) and  provided pubhc notice in'a

- newspaper of general circulafion'of the availability of the DEIR for public reyiew and‘comment
and ofithe: date arid time of the Planmng Commssmn pubhc heanng on the DEIR thrs nonce o
. was matled to the Departrnent’s llst of persoris. request:mg such notice; and " :

WHEREAS Nonces of ava.ﬂablhty of the DE]R and of the date: and tlme of’ the public.
heanng were posted at the San Franclsco County: Clerk’s Ofﬁce on trafisit vehicles, and on'the "
Planning Department’s web sxte on July 10 2013 and copies were prov1ded to all pubhe libraries
within San Francrsco and :

WHEREAS On July 10 2013 coples oﬁthe DEIR wete marled or otherw1se dehvered to
a hst ofy persons requesttng it, to those noted on the distribution list ini the DE]R, and to
government agen01es the latter both dlrectly and through the: State Clearmghouse and

_ WHEREAS The Plannmg Comnnssron held a duly advernsed pubhc hearmg on the
DEIR on August 15, 2013 and received pubhc comment on the DEIR the penod for acceptance
of wntten comments ended on September 17 2013 and
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WHEREAS, The Planning Departuient prepared responses to coriments on
envirorimental issues réceived at the pubhe hearing and it writing during the 67 day public
review period for the DEIR, prepared révisions to the text of the DEIR in response to comments
received or based on additional information that becamie available diiring the public review .
period, and cortected errors in the DEIR. This material was presented in a Responses to
Coments document, pubhshed on March 13,2014; and'

WHEREAS The Planmng Deparhnent prepared a Fmal Envnonmental Impaet Report

. (FEIR), consisting of the DEIR, #ny consultations and comments received during the review. .
process, any additional information that became available, the Responses to Comments
‘document, and the Supplemental Semce Variants Memorandum dated March 13, 2014 a]l as
required by law; and : ; . Ty :

WHEREAS Environmental reviéw files have been made available for review by the
SFMTA Board and the pubhc (Planning Départmerit File No. 2011.0558E:)These filés are
available for public review at thie Planning Department at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, and are
part of the record before the SFMTA Board; and

WHEREAS ‘On March 27 2014, the Planmng Commission revxewed and con51dered the
FEIR and found that its conents: and the procedures through which the FEIR was prepared,
publicized, and reviewed. complied with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Gmdelmes and
Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code; and

WHEREAS The Planning Commission found that the FEIR reflects the independent
Judgment and analys1s of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate, accurate and
objective, and that the Responses to Comments document, the Supplemental Service Variants
‘Memoratidum, and all releviit errata contdir no significant revisions to the DEIR, and certified.
the completion of the FEIR in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines; ‘and

WHEREAS, The Planning Comm1ssxon s CEQA certification motion is on file with the
Secretary to the SEMTA Board of Directors and is incorporated herein by this referen,ce now,
therefore be it .

REéOLVED That the SFMTA Board of Directors: approves. the Service Policy
Framework as identified in the FEIR and mcorporated herein by ﬂns reference; and be it ﬁ:.rther

RESOLVED, That'the SFMTA Board of Dlrectors approves the Transit Preferential
Streets “Toolkit” as Identlﬁed in the FEIR and incorporated herem by thls reference and be it
further - i 2

RESOLVED That the: SFMT A Board of Dlrectors approves ata progratnmanc and
conceptual level the Service Improvements, Service-Related Capital Improvements and both the
Moderate and Expanded Travel Time Reduction Proposals Alternatives identified in the FEIR
and incorporated herein by this reference and be it further-
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. RESOLVED, That, in taking this approval action, the SFMTA Board of Directors adopts’
CEQA Findings, which include rejecting alternatives identified in the FEIR as infeasible and
' ‘adoptmg a statement of overriding considerations, attached to’ th15 Resolutxon as Enclosurc A and
;mcorporated herein by this reference, and beit further :

RESOLVED That the’ SFMTA Board of D1rcctors adopts the M1t1gat10n Monitoring and :
Reportmg Program (MMRP) attached to this Resolutmn as Enclosure B; and beit further

. RESOLVED That the SFM'I"A Board authonzes thc Dlrcctor of Transportatlon to direct
.staff to coiitinue with obtaining othermse necessary. approvals and to cax:ry out the actxons to.
1mp1emcnt the PI’O_] ect. .

T certify that the foregomg rcsolutlon was adopted by the Municipal Transportatxon Agency
Board of Dxrcctors and the Parking Authonty Commlssxon at their- meetmg of March 28, 2014

Secretary, Mumcxpal Transportatlon Agency :
- Board andParking Authonty Comxmssxon ’
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i ENCLGéURE'A N R T

e TRANS]T EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT s
INCLUDING THE SERVICE POLICY: FRAMEWORK‘ i
N -

assocrated Boardkof Directors Resolutlon

. This document s organized as fouows- |

Sectl on 1 provrdes a descnptlon of the Pro;ect proposed for adoptlon the envrronmental revrew
» ,.process for the PrOJect the approval actions to be taken and the locatlon of records

' Sect|on i\ rdentrﬁes SIQnrf‘ cant lmpacts that cannot be avonded or reduced to less-tha
srgnlt' cant Ievels and descnbes any apphcable mltrgatron measures as “Well as: the' dlsposmon of
the mltrgatlon measures IR S : '

. Sectlon V evaluates the dlfferent Pro;ect altematlves and sets forth the economrc legal socral
’technologlcal and other consrderatlons and mcorporates by reference the reas] SS t;forth m
,:Sectron VI that support‘approval of the PFOJBCt and the rejectlon of the altematrves or" e
elements thereof analyzed as |nfea5|ble and ' ST R

-ESectlon Vt presents a. statement of ovemdlng consnderatlons settrng forth specrf ic reasons ln
support of the Board’s actions to approve the PrOJect desprte |ts significant and: unavotdable




Transit Effectiveness Project
SFMTA Board of Directors

: CEQA Findings

: 3/21/2014

envrronmental rmpacts and ifs rejectlon of the alternatlves not rncorporated into the Pro;ect as
mfeasrble '

The. Mlttgatron Monrtormg and Reportmg Program ("MMRP") contalnrng the mitigation measures
from the Final Envrronmental Impact Report (‘FEIR") that have been proposed for adoption.is
attached wrth these fi ndlngs as Attachment B to the assocrated Board of Dlrectors Resolution..
The MMRP is requrred by | CEQA Section 21 081 6 and CEQA Gurdehnes ‘Section 15091. The:
MMRP provrdes a table setting forth each mltigatron measure listed in the FEIR for the. Project
that is requrred to reduce or avord a signifi cant adverse rmpact and that is made a condltion of ..
approval The MMRP also specnf es. the agency responsable for tmplementation of each measure
and establrshes monrtonng actrons and a monltonng schedule The full text of the mitrgatron
measures is set forth in the MMRP S :

These findings are based upon substantral evrdenoe ln the entire record before the SFMTA

" Board. The references set forth in these ﬁndlngs to certaln pages or sectrons of the Draft ’

'Environmental lmpact Report( DEIR” or “DEIR") or the. Responses to Comments document
("RTC")are for ease of reference and are not rntended to provrde an exhaustrve list of the “ ,
evidence relied Upon for these findings. The. DEIR and the Responses to Comments document
together with the Supplemental Service Variants Memorandum dated March 13, 2014 and ‘
Errata dated March 27, 2014, comprise the FEIR

L. APPROVAL. OF THE PROJECT
A Project ﬁesoriptton

The: Transrt Effecttveness Project (TEP) is comprised of a Servrce Policy Framework, Servnce .
Improvemerits and Service Variants, Service-related Caprtal Improvements and. Travel Time
Reduction Proposals (‘TTRPs"), rncludrng the Transrt Preferentral Streets: Tootklt TheTEP ..
mcludes Iocations throughout the 49—square -mile Crty and County of San Francrsco and isa.
program comprised of a group of varied pro;ects and proposals The TEP components will be.
implemented.on public land and within the publrc right-o f-way: throughout the City, on property -
largely under the jurisdiction of the San Francrsco Public Works Department and the SFMTA

The proposals that comprise the TEP vary in the level of detarl _provided, from hrghly specrﬁc
redesigns; mcludlng capital rmprovements along- certain transportation comdors tomore .
conceptual. poIrcy recommendations. Accordingly, and pursuant to CEQA Gurdelmes Sectiohs:
15161 and 15168, the FEIR analyzed portions. of the TEP.at a prOJect—Ievel" where the- amount
‘and type of information available for those components lent itself to. a detailed. and- specrﬁc e
analysis of all potential environmental impacts, and other portions were analyzed at a- program-
level™ (a more conceptual level) when the detarls about and current level of deslgn for a
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vcomponent dld not allow for a prOJect level analysrs I n partrcular the Servrce Polrcy

Reductuon Proposals (TT RPs) were analyzed at a program Ievel ; f‘ ‘:!*":— (5

The descrlptlon prowded here summanzes the pro;ect descnptron provrded rn the FEIR nwhlch
as noted above IS compnsed of the DEIR the RTC and the Supplemental Servrce Vanant A

pecrallzed Serwces These routes augment)exrstrng servrce dunng specn“ c: trmes of day'
toserve a spemf c need or. serve travel demand related to specral events They mclude
express service, owl servrce and specral event tnps_ to serve sportrng events large ‘
festlvals and other San Francrsco actlvrtles L T el

2. Servrce lmprovements and Servrce Vanants : L
. W :';”"} o S e o e ~:f'r..“§\‘:v_‘[
The Servrce 1 mprovements and Servrce Vanants rnclude creatron of new tran5|t routes changes :
in the allgnment of some. exrstlng routes ehmmatlon of underused routes or foute. segments '
changes 1 to headways and hours of: servrce changes to the day of the week for service, and
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* changes to the. mrx of local/llmltedlexpress séivice on sevefal routes: The Sepvice -
lmprovements were developed based ona comprehensive’ evaluatlon of the overall transit
nietwork and public input from communlty meetlngs Speclﬁcally, these proposals lnclude

. =lncreasrng frequency of transrt servrce along heav»ly used corndors E
" e :Creating new routes; i L e T T et
L e ;»‘Changlng existing route allgnments T e P

. ’Ellmlnatmg underutilized routes or route segments . -

. lntroduolng larger buses on crowded routes;’ .

« Changing the mix of localllrmrted/expreSS serv:ce 7

. ,Expandlng llmlted SEIVICES:. . oo - T
n addltlon the SFMTA lncluded a number of possrble varlants to these servlce changes
. (mcludlng recent service vanants developed as part of the publlc outreach process and . a
‘~ summarlzed in the Supplemental Serwce Vanants Memorandum of March 13, 2014) that are o
| proposed as part of the pro;ect to allow for ﬂexrblllty in the. phasmg and |mplementatlon of the
Service Improvements Proposed Servrce Varlants mostly include modlt" cations to portlons of
some routés of change the type of vehicle USed on some routes. In addltlon many of the
service varlants work in.concert to improve: servrce along a partlcular corridor. or neighborhood.

3.' Servrce-Related Capital lmprovements

Some of the:Service Improvements will be supported by Sewlce—related Capital lm provements
The Service-related Capital Improvements mclude the followmg a) Transfer and Termlnal Point -
Improveniénts; which include installation of overhead wiring and polés; lnstallatlon of niew

_ switches, bypass rails, and/or transit bulbs expanston of transit zones and modlf' catlon of
srdewalks at. stops to accommodate: substantlal passenger lnterchanges and/or t6 provrde for

- tranisit vehlcle layovers by Overhead Wire. Expansron capital lmprovements to support service
--route- changes for electric trolley routes’ and provide bypass wires to allow trolley coaches to
‘pass one another on existing routes; ¢) Systemmde Capltal lnfrastructure prOJects such as
installation of new: accessrb]e platforms to imprave: system accessxblllty across the Ilght Tail
network ' et : : IR

4 Travel Tme Reductlon Proposals (TT RPs) Usmg the Translt Preferentlal Streets
(TPS) Toolkit ‘

The Travel Time Reduction Proposals (TT RPs) will 1mplement roadway and transrt stop changes
to reduce transrt delay on the most heavily used routes that make up the backbone of the' Muni
system, which is referred to as the Rapid Network. Thé SFMTA has identified a set of 18-
standard roadway and traffic engineering eléments that ¢an be: used to'réduce transit travel time.
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along a transit corridor.: Collectively, these tools or elements are called the Transit Preferential:.
Streets: Toolkrt (“TPS:Toolkit"). The TPS Toolkit: elemenits will be: applied to 17 Rapid Network

. transn corrldors to 1mprove operatlon of the Munl system These elements lnclude st

: LR
[ A

lntersectlons addrng transrt bulbs addrng transrt boardlng lslands mcreasmg transrt
st0p lengths convertlng ﬂag stops 1 to transrt zones; T e T
e Land Modlf cations: establishing translt-only Janes; estabhshlng transrt queue
Jumplbypass lanes, establlshrng dedlcated tum lanes wrdenlng travel Ianes through
“lanereductrons ' SR M : S
. -.Parklng and Turn estnctrons rmplement tuml' g; restnctrons wrdenlng traVel lanes A
' éthrough parklng restrictions; lnstalllng traft‘ ic srgnals at uncontrolled and two-way st0p- .
~~controlled rntersectlons lnstalllng traff ic 5|gnals at all—way stop controlled Jntersectlons. “
e "--»-'replacmg all—way stop—controls ‘with traffic calmlng measures at mtersectlons .
""'-f-f.Pedestrlan lmproVements lnstalllng pedestnan refu' "e rslands rnstalllng pedestnan ’
j::lbulbs and W|den|ng srdewalk_,‘ T - N

‘The: TEP proposes to apply the TPS Toolklt to 17 Rapld Network corrldors throughout the Crty I
Using the TPS Toolkit, the SFMTA has developed specific corridor designs for 11 of the 17
proposed Tl'RP comdors These cofridor designs:weré thus analyzed'at a pro;ect— level in the -
FElR Pro;ect vanants were also’included as part. of these pro;ect—leVel TTRPs Three of the +-
: TTRPs (TT RP.14, TTRP22 and TTRP 30 1) rnclude varrants wrth dlfferent desrgns ononeor
more segments of the route.. TTRP routes with-rio desrgn varlants at the project level.include:
'ITRP 5, TTRP.8x, TTRP 28_1.TTRPJ; TTRP N; TTRPQ TTRP 71 and: TTRPL. The SFMTA o
. developed conceptual plannlng for the remaining 6 TTRP- corndors for whlch specrﬂc comdor N
desrg ns will be developed ata later stage of the prOJect These comdor desrgns were thus
analyzed at a programmatrc level ln the FElR ' =

For each of the prOJect—level TTRPS the SEMTA developed two specrf' c corridor desrgns =
comprrsed of TPS Toolkit elements a moderate optron, referred to as the'TTRP. Moderate .

* Alternative;” and an expanded optron referred to as the “TTRP Expanded Altematrve f Thls
was done becaUSe although the TEP program was: exammed in.one envrronmental document in
order to understand the full scope of its- potentral cumulatlve enwronmental rmpacts the TEP is
actually a collectron of pro;ects and proposals whr h, W lle related may be lmple e

* various trmes and in, many cases; rndependently of each other Thu ;these»al, matlves
bracketa range of feasrble optnons that accompllsh the SFMTA’S objectives. for the, TEP and
descrlbe and analyze the | scope of potentral physrcal envrronmental rmpacts that Vvould result
from’‘implementing : a ‘combination of elements from both alternatlves These two alternatrves are
descnbed and analyzed at an equal level of detall rn the FEIR ) :
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Under either alterniative, the Service Polrcy Framework; the Servnce lmprovements Service
“Variants, the Service-related Capital Impravements, and the TPS Toolkit as applled to the
program-level TTRP corridors would be implemented. The: différence between the two
alternative projects is that.under the TTRP Moderate Alternative, these elements would be
implementéd iri' combination with a “moderate” number of TPS Toolkit elefents alorig certain
Rapid Network corridors; and, under the TTRP Expanded Alternative, these elements would be:
implemented in. combination with an expanded" number of TPS Toolklt elements along the
same Rapid, Network comdors : - : :

Please note that when the DEIR was publushed the SFMTA had developed pro;ect-level details
for only 8 of the 17 TTRP-corridors, Subsequently, SFMTA staff developed project-level details
for three more of the TTRPs, using the TPS Toolkit: With this additional detail, the TTRP.L,
TTRP9 and TTRP.71_1 Moderate and Expanded Alternatives were analyzed at a project level
of detail in the RTC document "These three TTRPS would have the sanie srgnlf icant and less-
than-significant Impacts as the eight project-level TTRPs analyzed. in the DEIR and the same
mrtlgatuon measures would be applicable. Chiapter 2 of the RTC. document Pro;ect Desgcription
Revisions, provides. a detailed description of the three additional project-level TTRPsand a

. summary of their significant and less-than-significant impacts. Chapter 5 of the RTC document,
DEIR Revisions, presents-the results of the impact analyses of the new thrée project-level
TTRPs as:integrated into EIR Chapter 4, Environmental Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation -

-~ Measures and Chapter 6, Alternatives. 'fhus 11 of the 17 TTRPs are analyzed at the project-
level in the FEIR. In addition, the descriptions and analyses of TTRP.N and TTRP.5 Mdderate -
and Expanded Alternatives were updated in the FEIR based on minor desrgn modrf catlons fo
these two pro;ect components that occurred after the DEIR was publrshed

B. | Pro;ect Objectlves

- The FEIR dlscusses several Pro;ect objectives |dentn‘” ed by the SFNITA as Pro;ectSponsor
The objectives are: »

« Tolimprove, to the greatest extent possible; transit speed, reliability and safety by. “
‘redesigning routes; to reducé travel time along-high-ridership corridors by optimizing
transit stop locations, |mplementmg traffic engineering changes; and constructing. caprtal
lnfrastructure pro;ects and to lmprove safety for pedestnans blcycllsts and rlders at

etc b that lead to safer transnt operatlon

o To make Muni a more attractlve transportatlon mode and increase transxt ndershrp
: through both attractrng new rlders and increasing use by current nders by: serving major
© origin- ~destination patterns such as between regronal transit connections. and major
employment sites; providirig direct and efﬁcnent service through reduction or elimination



R PR Transit Effectiveness Project
e A . : SFMTA Board of Directors
Ll ' CEQA Findings
3/21/2014

.of clrcu1tous Toute segments redumng crowdlng through shrftrng resources’ to |mprove
customer comfort and decreasrng pass~ups and redesrgmng routes to maxnmlze
'ndershrp S

‘. To lmprove the cost—effectlveness and productlvrty of transrt operatrons by lmprovmg

("NOP") and Notlce of P Pubhc Scoplng Meetlngs on November 9 2011 and held two Publlc
Scoping Meetlngs on December 6 and 7 2011 :

. The NOP was dlstnbuted to the State Clearlnghouse and m' i ed to Iocal state and federal 3
agenmes and to othe: i erested parties;on Njo\(em'ber ,9,,:291 lnltlatmg a: 30—day publlc SIS
comment penod extend_.:‘g thrOUQh December 9, 2011 A copy of the NOP is avallable |n
Appendlx 1 in Volunie 2 of the EIR. The Publrc Scoplng Meetlngs were held at the SFMTA
offices, One South: Van Ness Avenue, in San Francisco. The purpose of the meetlngs was to
o present mformatlon about the proposed Pro;ect to the publrc and receive’ pubhc |nput regardlng

_ the scope of the ElR analyses. Attendees. were: prowded an opportumty 10. vorce comments on'’
concerns regardlng the pro;ect translators were avallable for Chlnese- and S ‘ sh-speakrng
attendees if needed L e R ey :

Oral comments were provnded by 21 mdrvrduals at the Publrc Scopmg Meetlngs Dunng the
publlc revrew period; 29 publlc agenc1es and/or other mterested partles submiitted: comment
letters to the Plannmg Department Comments rarsed the’ followrng concems related to physrcal
envrronmental effects:. aesthetncs of various: transrt facilities; lncludlng overhead wrres the
v potentlal for: impacts on ‘archeological resources air quality. |mpacts related 1o potentlal
: lncreases in use of pnvate passenger. veh|cles the effects on traffic flow: and potentlal for-
dwersrons due to new- fransit and pedestnan bulbs Iocat|ons of and dlstance between transtt
stops;.the potentlal for. shlfts in travel modes concern about loss of parklng and loadmg,
-pedestrian safety concerns; the emugonmenta.l review process; suggested use Of..dl.fferent
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'approaches to-the transportatlon tmpact anatysts stch as provrdlng estlmates ofttme saved
and requested variations of soime service: tmprovements ' S -

The San Francrsce Planning Department pubhshed an Initial Study on January 23 2013 The
Initial Study was disfributed fo the State Cleannghouse and marled to Iocal state, and federal
“agencies and to other interested partles on Jafiuary 23;2013, lnltlatlng a 30- day public

comment: penod extending from January 24, 2013 through February 22 2013 A copy of the

Initial Study is avallable in Appendix 2 in Vqume 2 of the EIR

The San Franctsco Planmng Department then prepared a DEIR Wthh descnbes both of the
'Pro;ect AIternatrves* presents the environmental setting; identtﬂes potential tmpacts ata
program level ora project-level of detail for both Alternatlves presents mmgatlon measures for:
Alternatlves and thelr lmpacts and compares thelr tmpacts and those ofthe No Pro;ect
Altematlve In assessmg construction and operational impacts of the Project; the DEIR also
constders the contnbutlon of the Project impacts to cumulative |mpacts associated with the
Project in combmatron wrth other past present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions. with
potential for impacts on the same resources. -

.Each envrronmental issue presented in the DEIR is analyzed with respect to srgmﬁcance crltena

- that are baséd ‘on the San Francrsc:o Plannmg Department Enwronmental Plannmg Dlwston
("EP”Y gutdance regarding the environmental effécts to be consrdered srgmﬂcant EP gurdance '
is, in; tUm, based on CEQA Gundehnes Appendrx G W|th some modmcatrons o

The Department published the. DElR on July. 10; 2013, The DEIR was cwculated to local, state;
and federal agencies and fo lntere,ste,d organrzatnons and individuals for review and comment *
beginning on-July 11, 2013 for a 67-day public review period, which ended on September 17,
2013. The San Francisco Planning Commission held a duly noticed publlc hearing to solicit .
testimony on the DEIR on August 15,2013, The Plannrng Department also réceived written
comments on the DEIR, sent through marl hand dehvered or by emalt

The San Franctsco Planning Department then prepared the Responses to Comments document
(“RTC"). This document; which provides written response to each comment received on the- b
DEIR that raises environmental issues, was published on March 12, 2014, and.includes copies
of alt of the comments received oh the DEIR and responsés to those comments. The RTC .
provided additional updated information and clarification on issues raised by commenters, as' -
well as Planning Department DEIR text changes, The fext changes included more detailed
analyses, at a project level, for three transit Travel Time Reduction Proposal (TTRPs)-for both
‘the Moderate and Expanded Alternatives that had previously been analyzed in the DEIR at a
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- program level the 'lTRP L (L Taraval), TI'RP 9 (919L San Bruno), and TTRP 71 A (71 Harght—-
Nonega) :

On March 13 2013 the Plannmg Department publlshed a Supplemental Serwce Vanants o
' Memorandum whlch described- and analyzed addltlonal_;servrce vanants developed as part of
the SFMTA' 5 pL : -

addltronal envrronmental revrew was requrred nor was re culatlon‘ of the DElR requrred_

-

The Plannlng Commlssmn revreWed and con5|dered the FElR,‘ which'is comprlsed of the DElR

‘ the RTC document and the. Supplemental Servrce Vanants Memorandum, Errata dated March
27, 2014, and all of the supportmg mformatlon ln certrfylng the FElR the Plannlng Commrssron
_deterrnlned that it does not add:signifi cant new mformatlon to the DElR that would‘fr urre S
:recuculatlon under CEQA because the FEIR contairis no rnformatlon reveallng (1) any new ’
srgnlt" icant envrronmental lmpact that would result from the. project or from a new mmgatlon
~'measure proposed to be |mplemented (2) any substantlal lncreas n theseventy of a g L

: that the DEIR was so fundamentally and basmally madequate and conclusory lninature that -
_ meanlngful publlc revrew and comment were precluded Thls SFMTA Board co"curs in thrs
; determmatlon SRR AT : T W SR P i

Bt

D :Appmya'l Act.io’r_‘is,;" R

,,ll,l R :"‘.‘"

,_:1, Plannmg Commrssmn Actlon

’ On March 27 2014 the Plannrng Commlssmn certrt' ed the FElR

2. . San Francrsco Munlclpal Tranf ortatlon Agency Board of Dlrectors ‘Actlons'“ S

- Approval of the Transrt Effectrveness PI‘OJBCt mcludrng the Servnce Pollcy Framl_work’ )
el Approval of the lmplementatron of certain’ parkmg and traff ic measures in accordance

i

" withy Sectlon 201(c) of the Transportatlon Code SRECERCERE

3. San Francrsco Board of Supervrsors Actrons o

The Plannrng Commrssron 5 certn“ ication of the FElR may be appealed to. the Board of
Supervrsors If appealed the Board of Supervrsors wrll detenmne whether to uphold the
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certn“ catlon or to grant the appeal and remand the FElR to the Plannrng Department for further
Teview. : TN N

Addmonal actions that ‘may be taken by the Board of SUpervrsors are

: . .Revrew and approval of system changes related to any route abandonments e
e Approval of srdewalk changes upon referral from the Department of Publrc Works

4. Other San Francrsco Agency Actrons : e
e Approval by the Department of Publlc Works of srdewalk leglslatlon and constructron -
penod encroachment permrts : e C L i :
. 'Approval by the San Francrsco Recreatron and Park Commlsslon of property
- encroachments if requrred Sie . C e :
. e Approvai by the. San Francrsco Plannlng Department of any requrred General F’lan
Referrals : : g C

5._ ’ Other—Local State, and Federal Agencles

: lmplementatlon of the PrOJect wrll mvolve consultation wnth or requwed approvals by, _other local
state and federal regulatory agencres mcludlng, but not llmrted to, the following:

e The Transportatron Adwsory Staff Committee (“TASC”) Coordlnatron of all roadWay and ‘
'transrt changes :
.. Clty of Daly City; Approval of |nstallat|on of & traffic srgnal and transrt bulb in Daly City.
. Caln‘orma Depaitment of Transportatron (“Caltrans”) District 4: Approval of temporary
constructron street encroachment permrts wrthrn Caltrans nghts-of Way

To the extent that the identified mitigation measures require consultation. with or approval by
~ these other agencres ‘the SFMTA Board urges these agencies to assrst in implementing,
coordinating, or approving the mmgatlon measures as appropnate o the partrcular measure.

6.  Location and Custodian.of Records E

The DEIR and all documents referenoed in or relied.on by the Draft and FEIR, the DEIR publlc
: heanng transcnpt a copy of all letters regard;ng the EIR recelved during the Notlce of
Preparation and DEIR publlc review. periods,.the adrmnlstratrve record, the Responses.to
Comments document and the. Supplemental Servrce Variants Memorandum and background
documentation for the FEIR are located at the: Plannlng Department; 1650 Mission Street; San
Francisco. (Plannrng Department Case File No, 2011. 0558E ) The Planning Commission
Secretary, Jonas lonin, is.the custodian of records for the Plannmg Department. and the
Planning Commission;: :

10
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All |nformat|on mcludlng wntten matenals and testrmony, concemlng approval of. the Pro;ect .
and adoption’ of these: ﬁndlngs presented to the SFMTA Board or ‘incorporated into rep C
: presented to the SFMTA Board, are. located at the SFMTA off' ices at One outh Van Ne
Avenue 7 ﬂoor San Francrsco Gt R :

" All f Ies have been avallable to the SFMTA Board and the publlc for revrew in consrdenng these ‘
i ndrngs and whether to approve the Pro;ect. R : v :

E. Fmdmgs abou ' : lmpacts andM
' The followrng Sections 11, 1il; and IV set out the SFMTA Board of Directors” i ndrngs ‘about the'" |
FEIR's deterrnlnatlons regardmg srgnrt~ icant envrronmental lmpacts and the mltrgatlon measures
proposed to address them. These f ndrngs provrde the wrltten analysrs and' conclusronsj of the -

FEIR bUt lnstead mcorporate them by reference and rely upon them as substantlal evrdence o
supportrng these ﬂndlngs : o o e

' These fi ndmgs do not attempt to descnbe the full‘analysrs of each envrronmental rmpact' .
contamed in the FEIR Instead d fu]l explanatron of these enwronmental fi ndmgs and e
' conclusions can be found in the FEIR which lnctudes lts Initial Study presented |n EIR Appendlx :
S 2, and these fi ndlngs hereby lncorporate by reference the dlscussron and anaIyS|s in the FEIR
supportlng the determlnatlons regardlng the- PrOJect |mpacts and mltlgatron measures desrgned
to address those rmpacts In makrng thesefi ndlngs the SFMTA Board of Dlrectors ratrf es
adopts and mcorporates in these ﬁndrngs the deterrmnatrons and concluS|ons of the FEIR R
re]atlng to envrronmental lmpacts and mltlgatlon measures except to' the extent any such e
determlnatrons are spemt‘ cally and expressly modn" ed by these' fi ndlngs S

A1
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As set forth below, the. SFMTA Board adopts and rncorporates the mitlgatron measures setforth

in the FEIR and the attached MMRP to substantially lessen or avoid the significant impacts of
the Project.- The:SFMTA Board intends to‘adopt all the mitigation measures proposed in the -
FEIR. Accordingly, in the eventa mitigation measure identified in the: FEIR has. lnadvertently
been omitted in these fi ndings or the MMRP such mltlgatlon measure is hereby adopted and
rncorporated in the findings beélow by | reference In addition, iri the event the language
describing a mitigation measure set forth in these findings or the MMRP fails to accurately
reflect the mltlgatlon measures in the FEIR dueto a clerlcal error, the language of the pollcres ‘
and. lmplementatlon measures as set forth if the FEIR shall control. The impact numbers and
mltlgatlon measure numbers used in these fi ndlngs reﬂect the informatlon contamed in the
FElR : ' o

In the’ Sectlons ll I and v below the same ﬁndlngs are made fora category of envrronmental ,

. |mpacts and mltlgatlon measures Rather than repeat the ldentlcal finding dozens of tlmes to
address each and every srgmﬁcant effect and mltlgatlon measure, the initial ﬂndlng obwates the
“need for such repetltlon because in no lnstance is the SFMTA Board rejectmg the conclusxons
of the FEIR or the mltlgatlon measures ldentn" ed in the FEIR for the Prolect ’

The fi ndrngs below include fi ndrngs relevant to the “lTRP Moderate Alternatlve and to the TTRP
Framework the Servrce lmprovements Servrce Vanants the Servrce-related Caprtal .
Improvements, and the TPS Toolkit as applled to the program-level TTRP corridors would be
rmplemented It is hot known af this time which specn“ c alternatlve or mrxture of proposals from
the two alternatlves will be’ ultrmately approved by the SFMTA Board for each TTRP corridor. It
is llkely that, over tlme a mix of the proposals descnbed in the TTRP Moderate Alternatrve and
the TTRP Expanded Altematlve will be adopted and. implemented along the various corndors
Because of this, in taking this actlon the: SFMTA Board makes the following fi indings: regardlng
“the pote_htlal for environmental impacts and required mitigation measures for both the TTRP
Moderate Alternativeand the TTRP Expanded Altematlve’ as each are described in the FEIR..

. IMPACTS FOUND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT AND THUS DO NOT REQUIRE
‘ MITIGATION

Under CEQA no mltlgatlon measures are requrred for |mpacts that are less than sngmﬁcant
(Pub. Resources Code §21 002 CEQA Guidelines 8§ 15126.4(a)(3) and-1 5091) Based on the:
3 evrdence in the whole record of this proceedtng, the Board finds that |mplementatlon of the,
Proposed Prolect will not result in any. srgnrﬁcant lmpacts in the followmg areas and that these
impact areas- therefore do not require. mltlgatlon '

Land Use and Land Use Plannrng

12
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. Impacts LUA1, LU-2 and LU-3 The pr0posed PrOJect would not physncally dwrde an
-~ - gstablished community, would riot conflict with applicable land use plans, pollmes ‘OF
- regulatlons of. an agency with Junsdlctlon over the-project adopted for the purpose of:-
-, .avoiding or mrtrgatlng an envrronmental effect, or. have a substantlal adverse rmpact on,
the exrstlng character of the vicinity. o : :

e lmpact C—LU-1 -The proposed Project; in comblnatlon wrth other past present or
T reasonably foreseeable futire projects in the project vucnnrty, would not have a.
cumulatlvely consrderable contnbutlon to a srgnrﬁcant cumulatrve Iand use or land use
- plannlng lmpact : : -

Aesthetlcs

. ; jlmpacts AE-1 and AE-2 The proposed PrOJect would not have a substantlal adverse
~ effect on a:scenic: vista or-on scenic resources, mcludmg, but riot limited to; trees, rock -
J;;.outcropplngs and other features of the bmlt or natural envrronment whlch contnbute.to a E
LA scenic pubhc sethng L -

] 'mpact AE.. -] The proposed Pro;ect would not create av ew source of substantlal llght or‘, -
.~ -glare that would have a: ‘substantial- adverse effect on day or nrghttlme vnews

o '-_,.:.;',Impact C—AE—1 The proposed Pro;ect in: comblnatlon with otherwpast present or
) reasonably foreseeable future’ projects:would not have a. cumulatively. consrderable ;
il contnbutlon to a srgnlﬁcant cumulatrve aesthetlcs |mpact : v

create any demand for addltlonal ,housmg; or dlsplace substa al nu'mbers of peop]e
:finecessnatlng the constructron of replacement housing o .

consrderable contnbutlon to srgnrﬁcant cumulatlve |mpact" ~"ultural resources or ‘
archaeologlcal resources R -

13
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Transportatlon and Clrculation

.-

T he proposed Prorect would not result in changes to air fraffic pattems because the

*project site is not located wlthln an anrport land use plan area or m the vrcimty ofa pnvate

airstrip. : B

‘The pr0posed Pro;ect would ot 5ubstant|‘ally mCrease transportatron hazards due toa

desngn feature or 1ncompat|ble uses, :
lmpact TR— lmplementatron of the Servrce Polrcy Framework and the TEP project

components would not result in constructlon-related transportatron impacts because of
their temporary and lrmlted duration. -

Impact TR-2; lmplementatlon of the Service Policy Framework Objectives A through D
‘would: not result in significant lmpacts to localor regional transit, traffic operatrons
pedestnans and bicychsts, loadmg, emergency vehlcle access; or parking. *

~Impact TR-4: lmplementatron of the Pollcy Framework ObjectlveA Actlons A1, A2 and

A.4, Objective. B, Actions B.1 through B.4, Objective C, Actions C.1 and C.2, and

, Objectlve D, Actions D.1 through D.4 would not result in srgnlﬁcant traffic rmpacts
. Impact TR-6; Implementation of the Policy Framework Objectlve A, Actrons A1, A2 and

A4, Objective B, Actions B.1 through B4, ‘Objective C, Actions C.1 aind C.2, and
Objective D, Actrons D.1 through D.4 would not result in srgnrfcant loading impatts.

Impact TR-7: Implementation of all of the TPS Toolkit categones Transit Stop. Changes,
Lane Modifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions, Traffic Srgnal and Stop Sign
Changes, and Pedestrian Improvements, wotld not result in significant impacts-to local
or regional fransit;-pedestrians and bicycles, emergericy vehicle access or parkmg ’

Impact TR-9: Implementation of the: followmg TPS Toolkit categones Transit Stop
Changes, Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Traffic Sugnal and Stop Sign Changes,

. would not restilt in significant traffic impacts.

Impact TR-11: Implementation of TPS Toolkit element category Traff ic Slgnal and Stop
Sign Changes would not result in srgnrﬁcant Ioadlng lmpacts

Impact TR-12:. lmplementatlon of program—level Semce-related Caprtal Improvements

projects (TTPI 2,TTPI.3, TTPL.4, OWE.S6, and SCI.1) would not result in significant

f rmpacts to Jocal or regronal transit; traffic ic operatlons pedestnans and brcyclrsts loading,
“‘emergency vehlcle access, or parkrng ‘

Impact TR-13; lmplementatron of any of the TPS Toolkit categones Tran3|t Stop
Changes, Lane Modifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions, Traffic Signal and Stop. -
Sign Changes, and Pedeéstrian Improvements along the nine program-level TTRP
corridors would not result in significant impacts to local or regional transit; pedestnans

:Jand brcycllsts emergency vehicle access,.or parklng

Impact TR-15:. lmplementatlon of any’ TPS Toolklt elements wrthrn the followrng

~categone5' Transﬁ Stop Changes Parkmg and Turn Restrictions, and Traffic Slgnal and

Stop Sign. Changes along the program- leVel TI'RP comdors would not result in.
significant impacts on traffic.operations, ' :
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. lmpact TR-17: lmplementatlon of any of the TPS T oolkrt elements wrthm the category
- Traffic Slgnal and Stop-Sign Changes along the program level TTRP corndors would not .
y result |n S|gn|f cant loadmg lmpacts : P

, , mplementatlon of the S ‘:rvr provements or Servnce Vanants would
;f;not result in significant impacts to local:or. regional transit, traffic operatlons pedestnans
and blcycllsts, loadlng, emergency vehlcle access or parklng ' ~

o lmpact TR—19 Implementat|on ofxthe pro;ect level Servrce—related Caprtal lmprovement .

s fpro;ects (TTE Pl 2, OWE.1, OWE:1 Variant; OWE 2; OWE:3, OWE:4; OWE.5; ‘and SCl.2)
.~ would-not result.in SIgnrﬁcant lmpacts fo. local or reglonal transrt ‘traffic operatlons

pedestnans and blcychsts loadlng, emergency vehlcle access or parkmg: _ v
LR lmpact TR—20'= Implementatlon of the prOJect-level TTRP Moderate Altem "tlve for the

Varlant-Z TTRP22 1, TTRP28 1 '!TRPSO 1, orTTRP71 1w0uld not result ln

sngnlﬂcant |mpacts to local or reglonal tran5|t

a’;.f;»'lmpact TR—21 lmplementatlon of the prolect-level TTRP Expanded Altematlve for the

LU TTRPY, Tl'RPL TTF RPN 'lTRP5 'ITRP 8X TTRP9 TTRP14 TTRP 22 1; TTRP 22 1

- - Variant4, TTRP.22;:1. Variant - ‘
“TTRP:30.:1.Variant 2; 'orfTTRPl71 1 would not result m 5|gn|f cant |mpacts~to Iocal or

reglonal transnt _ S

o lmpact TR—22 lmplementatlon of the pro;ect level TTRP Moderate Alternatlve for- the
" ETRP.J; TTRPL, TTIRP.N, TTRP: RP.8X, TTRP.9; TTRP. 14 Variant 1, TTRP 14~

Variant 2, TTRP.22_1, TTRP 281 TTRP.30:.1;0r 'ITRP 71 1 would have less-than-

. S|gmﬁcant trafr clmpacts at 78 study mtersectrons BRI

| .-lmpact TR:23:. mplementatlon of the pro;ect level TTRP: Expanded Altema 'e for the

TTRP.J; TTRP L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5; TTRP.8X, TTRP.9; TTRP.281; of TTRP, would
‘ have less—than-5|gnrf icant traft' ic |mpacts at 40 study mtersectlons : woh

- lmpact TR-25 lmplementatlon of the project—leVel TTRP’14.{Expanded Alternatlve would‘-"’
- have less~than-srgnrt' icant traffic: lmpacts at19'study‘intersections under EX|st|ng plus
Serwce Improvements and the TTRP 14 Expanded Altematlve condltlons .

A Impact TR—39 lmplementatlon of. the' rOJect-level TTRP 30 1 Expanded Alte, _atlve
would have less-than-srgmﬂcant trafF c lmpacts at nme study mtersectuons that: would

ﬁ-'15} .
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.;-operate at LOS D or, better under.Existing plus Servrce Improvements and the

i‘{ - TTRP.30:.1 Expanded Altematlve conditions. -

Impact TR-41: Implementatlon of the prolect-level TTRP 30 1 Expanded Alternatlve

. Variant 1.would have Iess-than-SIgmf‘ icant traffic impacts at nine study intersections that

" - would operate at LOS D or better. under Existing. plus- Servrce lmprovements and the

o TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative Vanant 1:conditions. -

?Impact TR-43:. implementation of the pro;ect-level TTRP 30:1 Expanded Altematlve

B . Variant 2 would have less-than-significant traffic impacts at nine study intersections that

- would operaté at LOS'D or better under Existing plus Servrce Improvements and the
TTRP.30_.1 Expanded Altematlve Vanant 2 conditions.” A i

= Impact TR-44; lmplementatlon of the. pr0je0t~level TTRP Moderate Altematlve for the
TTRP.J, TTRPL, TTREN, TTRP5, TTRP.8X; TTRP.9, TTRP.14 Variant 1, TTRR 14
" Variant 2, TTRP.22_1, 'ITRPZB A, TTRP.30_1, or TTRP.71 1would not result in
srgmﬁcant Impacts 1o pedestrians and bicyclists. .

» Impact TR—45 Implementation of the pro;ect—level TTRP Expanded Altematrve for the.

. TTRRJ, TIRPL, TTRPN, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X; TTRP; TTRP.14, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.22_1

~ Varianti, TTRP.22. 1 Variarit 2, TTRP:28_1 Expanded Alternative, TTRP,30. 1,-
- TTRR30_1. Vanant 1, TTRR.30.:1 Variant 2,.or- TTRP.71_1-would not result in srgnrf icant
impacts to pedestnans and blcycllsts : :

; -Impact TR-46: ‘Implementation of the project-level TTRP Moderate Alternative for the
TTRPJ, TTRP.L, TTRRN, TTRP.5; TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.22.. 1 TFRP 28 1, or
~TTRR.71_ 1 would not result in srgnlf‘ jcant Ioadmg impacts:

 Impact TR-47: Implementation of the- prorect-level TTRP Expanded Alternatlve for the
CTTRP.J, TTRR.L, TTIRPN, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 1,
TTRP:22_1 Variant 2, TTRP.28_1, or TI‘RP 71 21 would not result in significant loadlng
impacts, -

Impact TR-55: Implementation of the pro;ect—level TTRP ModerateAIternatnve for the

TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRPN, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14 Variant:1, TTRP.14

Variant 2, TTRP. 22 1,TTRP,28- 1, TTRP.30_1, or TTRP.71_.1 would not result in
srgmf icant Irnpacts on emergency. vehrcle access

' Impact TR-56: Implementatlon of the pro;ect—level TI'RP Expanded Altematrve for the

. TTRP.J, TTRPL TTRPN, TTRR.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14, TTRP:22-1, TTRP.22_1
Variant 1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 2, TTRP. 281, TTRP:30:1, TTRP.30_1 Varlant1
TTRP.30_ A Variant 2, or TTRP, 71 1 would not result lI’I srgnrf cant Impacts on .
emergency vehlcle access ;

Impact TR-57 lrnplementatlon of the prOJect-Ievel TTRP Moderate Alternatlve for the
TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRPN, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP:A4 Variant 1, TI'RP 14.
Variant 2, TTRP.22_ 1, TTRP 28 1 TIRF’ 30 1 or ITRP 71 1 would not result m a
’sngmﬁcant parkmg lmpact :

Impact TR-58 lmplementatlon of the pro;ect—leve[ TTRP Expanded Alternatrve for the
TTRP.J, TTRPL TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRR.8X; TTRP.9, TTRP.14,; TTRP.22_1, TTRP.22_1
Variant 1, TTRP.22_1 Vanant 2, TTRP.28_1; ‘I‘I'RP 30 1, TTRP. 30 1 Variant 1,
~“TI'RP 30 X Vanant 2 or TTIRP, 71 1 WOuId not result in a srgnrf cant parkmg Jmpact
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e Impact C-TR-4: tmplementatron of the' Serwce lmprovements or Servrce Vanants‘ in
-+ = combination with, past; present and reasonably foreseeable.development in San’
. Francisco, would not contribute. constderably to ndershlp atthe regional transit
- screenlines ori:AC Transit, Caltrain, Golden Gate Trahsit, SamTrans and other regional
ferry servrce under 2035 Cumulatrve plus Servrce Improvements only condrttons :

‘j‘lmpact C-TR~5 The TPS Toolklt elements as apphed in the program-level TTRP

“corridors, and Service lmprovements with the TTRP Moderate Altematrve ‘would not
contribute con5|derably to:ridership at the reglonal transit screenlmes on AC Transit,
Caltiain, Golden Gaté Transit, SamTrans; and 'other. regional ferry service under 2035

: Cumulatlve plus Serwce lmprovements and the. TTRP Moderate Alternatlve condltlons

o ; SamTrans, and other reglonal ferry serVIce under 2035
o :.Cumulatlve plus Serwce lmprovements and the :TTRP Expanded Alternatrve condltlons

Stop Srgn Changes in comblnatlon with past present.and reasonably foreseeable '
-~ development:in San. Francisco, would have less-than-signifi icant traffic impacts under
+"2035 Cumiulative plis Service Improvements‘and the TTRP Moderate Alterriative
. condlttons and therefore would not contnbute to- any srgmﬁcant cumulatlve traﬁ‘ c

e "'lmpact C-TR-10 lmplementatlon of the Servrce Pollcy Framework ObjectweA Actions
. ~A.1, A2 and A4, Objective B, Actions B.1 through B.4, Objectlve C, Actions C.1 and C.2,
and Objéctive D, Actions D:1: through D.4 and any of the TPS Toolkit elements within
,.i'-:'-.~~categor|es Transit Stop Changes Parklng and Turh Restrictions, and: Traﬁ" c Slgnal and
.~ Stop-Sign. Changes in: comblnatlon with’ past ‘present and- reasonably foreseeable
: devetopment in'San Francisco, Would: have* less“thani-significant traffic lmpacts under
*2035-Cumulative-plus Service Improvements‘and the TTRP. Expanded Alternative
- #-conditions; and therefore would not contnbute to any srgnrf‘ cant cumulatlve traft' ic:
|mpacts ' : e .

‘1. SR et oL

. lmpact C-TR-11 lmplementatlon of the Serwce lmprovements or- Servrce Vanants in

<+ :‘combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable development i inSan’
- -+4:Francisco; would have less-than-significant traffic impacts under 2035 Cumulatlve plus
+.. Service Improvements only condmons and therefore would not contnbute to any
significant cumulative traffic lmpacts : Lt &

. lmpact C-TR12: lmplementatron of the TTRP Moderate Alternatlve for the TI’RP J
“ TIRPL;TTRP.N, TTRP5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP14 Variant 1, TTRP.14 Variant 2, -
TTRP.22_ 1, TTRP28 . 1, FTRP.30..1, or. TTRP 711 would. have' less-than S|gnrt” icant
- fraffic |mpacts under 2035 Cumulatlve plus Service: lmprovements and the TTRP.
Moderate Alternative condltlons -and therefore WOuld not. contnbute to ariy significant
cumulatrve traffic impacts.
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Impact C-TR-38: lmplementatlon of the TTRP Expanded Alternative for the TTRR.,
TTRP.L, TTRP.N; TTRP5, TTRP.8X;.,TTRP.9; TTRP.14, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.22_1

Variant 1, TTRP.22, 1 Variaht 2, TTRP.28_ 1, TTRP.30_1, TTRP.30_1 Variant1, .
TTRP.30_ 1 Variant 2, or TTRP. 71 _1.in comblnatlon with past, present and reasonably
foreseeable development in San- Francisco, would not contribute considerably to
significant cumulative traffic impacts at 16 study intersections that would operate at LOS
EorLOS E tnder 2035 Cumulatlve plus Servnce Improvements and the TTRP Expanded:
Alternatlve condmons o

- Impact C-TR-39 lmplementatnon of the TTRP Expanded Alternatave for the TI'RPJ
TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.14, TTRP.22. 1, TTRP.22_1 Variant: ..
-1, TTRP 22_1 Variant 2, TTRP 28 1, TTRP.30_1, '[TRPSO 1 Vanant 1, TTRPBO 1
N ‘Varlant 2, or TTRP.71_1 would not result in significant umulative trafﬂc impacts at 48
“*"study intersections’ that would operate at LOS D or better under2035 Cumulatwe plus
Servuce lmprovements and the TTRP Expanded Alternatlve condltlons

--v»lmpact C—TR-40 lmplementatlon of the Service Polrcy Framework and any of the TPS
Toglkit: elements within categories: Transit Stop. Changes, Lane Modifications; Parking
and Turn Restrictions, and Traffic, Signal and Stop Sign:Changes; and Pedestrian
Improvements as applied in program-level TTRP corridors, Service Improvements or

- Service Variants, and Service-related Capital Improvements; i combination with past,
preserit and. reasonably-foreseeable development in San Francisco, would have less-
than-sugnn" icant cumulative pedestrian and bicycle lmpacts ‘

: lmpact C-TR-41: Implementation of the Service Improvements or Service Variants and

the project-level TTRP Moderate:Alternative for the TTRP.J; TTRR.L, TTRP.N, TTRP.5,
TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP:14 Vanant 1 and TTRP Variant 2, TTRP.22_1, TTRP 28 1,
“TTRP.30_1, or TTRP.71_1, in combination with past, present and reasonably
foreseeable development in San Francisco, would have less-than—sugnlﬁcant cumulat:ve
pedestrian and bicycle impacts. *

Impact C-TR-42: Implementation of the Servuce Improvements or Service Vanants and -

the project-level TTRP Expanded Alternative for the TTRP.J, TTRP.L, TTRP.N, TTRR.5,

TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP:14, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.22_1 Variant 1, 1TRP22 1 Vanant2
TTRP.28_1, TTRP 30_1, TTRP. 30_1 Variant 1, TTRP. 30:1 Variant 2, or TTRR.71_1, in

‘ comblnatlon with past, present and reasonably. foreseeable development in San

< Francisco, would have less-than-significant cumulative pedestrian and bicycle impacts:

Impact C-TR-46: :Implementation of the Policy Framework Objective A; Actions A.1, A.2
and A.4, Objective B, Actions B.1 through B.4, Objective C, Actions C. 1 and C.2, and
Objectlve D, Actions D.1-through D.4, TPS. Toolkit Category Traffic Signal and Stop Sign
Changes as applied i in program- -level TTRP corridors, Service Improvements or Service
Variants,; and Service-related Capital Improvements, in combination with. past, present
and reasonably foreseeable development in San: Francisco, would have less-than-
slgmﬂcant cumulative loadmg impacts.. :

Impact C-TR-47: lmplementatlon of the prOJect-level TTRP Moderate Alternatlve for the
JTRP.J, TTRPL, TTRPN, TTRP.5, TTRP.8X, TTRP.9, TTRP.22_1, TTRP.28 .1, or

- TTRP. 71_1, in combinatiori with past, present and reasonably foreseeable development
- .in San Frangiscob would have less-than-significant cumulative loading impacts.
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o = Impact C-TR-48 lmplementahon of the pro;ect—level TTRP Expanded Alternatrve for the.
. “TTRPJ, TTRPL, TTRPN, TTRP.5; TTRP:8X, TTRP., “TTRP22_1, TTRP.22.1 Variant 1,
-~ TTRR.22.:1:Variant 2; TTRP.28_ 1, or TTRP.71_1, in combination wrth past, present and.
e ';;;.reasonably foreseeable. develo ment in San Francrsco would have less-than-srgnlt” icant
cumulatrve loadrng impacts. « L i

s. Impact C-TRH5O lmplementatron oft »e Servrce Polrcy Framewor Object|veA Actlons

- -A.1;A.2,.and A4, Objective B all actions, Objectrve C, Actions:C.1-and C.2, and .
Objectrve D allactions, and any of the TPS. Toolkit elemetits wlthln categories: Transrt
Stop. Changes and Traft’ ic Signal and Stop,Srgn Changes and.Pedestrian Improvements
as applied in program-level TTRP corndors Service lmprovements and Service-related -

B Caprtal Improvements in combination with pa't, present and reasonably foreseeable
B developmen 'n‘San Francrsco would have'-'less-than-srgnrf cant cumulatrve parkrng
e lmpacts R : : )

__;-l-};f.:rlmpact C-TR-51 lmplementat|on the pro;ect—level RP: Moderate Altematrve for the S
-7 TTRP, "lTRPL 'l'l'RPN TIRP.5; “lTRPBX TTRP.9; TTRP.22:1, TTRP.28; 1, t

 TTRP.30_1, orTTRP71 1, In combination with past, present and reasonably. . ‘
""-_foreseeable develo ment |n San Francrsco 'would have less—than—srgnlﬂcant cumulatrve L

TTRP.J, TTRP. L,;;l'TRPN TTRPS, TIRP.8X. TTRP,TTRP 14, TTRP.28.1, TTRP30.1,
TTRP.30_1Variant 1, TTRP.30_1 Vanant 2, or TTRP.71_1,in combination with past,  ~
present and .reasonably foreseeable development |h San Francrsco would have less— }’

Noi.s_e"‘ ind V]

» The proposed Pro;ect is not located Wlthl‘ analrport land" use pIan area, wrthln two mrles.
: :of a, publrc or-public use. arrport ‘or in the vicinity of a private airstrip; and therefore would ’
»v_igl‘not expose peop_{e resrdmg or workrng : fghe prOJect area to excessrve n0|se,,l vels '

»Inipact NO:1: Constriction actrvrtles e g‘;rndrrectly as a result of the pro sed
Service Policy Framework, and as proposed under the TEP for the Service -
;;lmprovements and Servrce Vanants Serwce_—related Capital lmprovements and Tl'RPs
ants would not result ina substantlal temporary OoF: penodlc increase in
o ,:.-,;_‘n 0 se levels ,above exrs,“_ g,_,ambrent condltl ’ i s i A

e lmpact NO:2: Construct|on activities, occurrr drrectly as a restit of the proposed
. Service Policy Framework, and as proposed under the TEP for the Service . ' - -
) lmprovementsv and__ Senrice Vanants Sennce—related Capital, lmprovements,. and TTRPs
~and TTR 'anants‘would not expose per nd. structures to.excessive. temporary
. g_rourid% ome \ vrbratlon or ground-bome nojse ,Ievels e 5

o Ifipact NO-3: The proposed Seérvice Pollcy s v"mework and oper of the Servrce
" Improvements and Service Vanants wolild not"result in-a substantial i lncrease in.
permanent noise levels along aﬁected transrt routes above exrstlng ambrent condrtrons

'''''

: ' and Servrce Varlants proposed by the TEP would not expose people to or generate
S excessrve ground bome vrbratlon or noise levels along affected transrt routes.
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Impact C-NO-1; -The Setvice Pohcy Framework and the: constructlon and operat|on of

- «the proposed TEP, including Seryice Improveéments and- Sérvice Variants, Sérvice-

Air Quahty

related Capital Improvements, and TTRPs and. TTRP Variants, in combination with other
past present, or reasonably foreseeable future'projects, would not increase construction
noise and vibration or operational noise and vibration levels along affected transit routes
substantIaIIy above exrstmg ambient: condltlons. , .

The proposed Pro;ect wouId nhot resuIt |n srgnrf cant odor lmpacts

Impact AQ—1 The Servrce PoIIcy Framework and constrUctlon actlvrtles proposed under
_the Service Improvements and Service Variants, Service-related Caprtal Improvements,
and TTRPs and TTRP Vafiants would not result in a violation of air quality standards or.
* contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quahty violation; rior would it result
ina cumulatlvely considerable net increasé of criteria air pollutants, for which the project

; reglon IS In nonattamment under an- apphcabIe ambient air quaIrty standard

Impact AQ-2 The Servrce Policy. Framework and constructron actlvltres proposed under
the Service Improvements and Service Varants, Service-related CaprtaI Improvements
and TTRPs and TTRP Variants would not generate emissionis of PM, s and toxic air

* contaminants,: including diese particulate matter, at IeveIs that would expose sensmve
receptors to substantIaI pollutant concentratlons o

e Impact AQ 3 *The Servrce Polrcy Framework and the. proposed prOJect-IeveI Servrce

Improvements and Service Variants in combination with the TTRPs and TTRP. Variants
_would not result in & violation of air quallty standards oF conttibute substantially to an

~ existing or projected air qualrty violation nor result in a cumulatlver considerable net
increase of any criteria air poIIutant for which the project region is in nonattamment

- under-an applicable ambjent air quality standard

Impact AQ-4: Thé Service Policy Framiework and proposed prOJect-IeveI Servrce
Improvements and Service Variants would not generate emissions of PM; s and toxic air
contaminants,. including diesel particulate matter, at levels that would expose sensitive:
receptors to substantial poIIutant concentratlons > : :

Impact AQ-5: The Sérvice Pohcy Framework, and constructron and operatlon of the
proposed TEP;including the Service ImprOVements and Service Variants, Service:
related Capital Improvements, and TTRPs:and TTRP Variants, would not conflict-with or
obstruct lmpIementatlon of the 2010 CIean Air PIan the Bay Area’s applrcable air quality
pIan : P :

Impact C-AQ-1: The Servrce PoIrcy Framework and constructuon and operatron of the

: proposed TEP, ihcluding the Service Improvements and Service Variants; Service
related Capital Improvements and TTRPs and TTRP Variants, in‘combination with, past;:
. present and reasonably foreseeable future pro;ects ‘would not.result ina cumuIatrver

~ considerable net increase of any cnterla air pollutant for which the project reglon jsin
nonattamment under applicable z amblent air.quality standards.

Impact C-AQ-2 The Service Policy Framework and constructlon and operation of the
proposed TEP, including the Service Improvements and Service Variants, Service-
related CaprtaI Improvements and TTRPs and TTRP Variants, in combmatron with past,
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present and reasonably foreseeable future projects would hot generate emlsslons of
»"PMgs and toxic air contaminants, mcludmg diesel partlculate matter; at levels thatwould
expose sensrtlve receptors to’ substantlal pollutant concentratlons. » R

GreenhOUse Gas Emlssmns

. Inpact C-GG:

1"?'The proposed Pro;ect would generate greenhouse gas em|ssmns, but
: i b i

o femnssrons R

i - Windta,nd._,s,h.a,dcwm. o

substantlally affect public 'areas T

Impact WS-2 The proposed Project would not create new shadow that substantlally
affects outdoor recreatlon facrlrtles or other pubh areas : .

 Recreation

Ry T X ~The proposed ; gl )

5 eXIstlng nelghborhood or regiona ,arks or other recr ‘tlon facrhtles such that substantlal
-physical detenoratlon would occur or be accelerated or: result in the degradatlon of

. 'recreatlonal resources,. -

':would not rnclude recreatlonal facrlltles or requrre
. the constructlon or expansion of recreahonal faCllltleS that mlght have an ad rse
v physncal effect on the, enwronment :

¢ lmpact RE—Z .The roposed pro; »'

* Impact C-RE-1 The proposed pro;ect in combmatlon wnth other past, present or
o :reasonably foreseeable future projects woulld tiot resultin a cumulatrvely con5|derable
: ':contnbutlon to: S|gn|f cant cumulatlve impacts.on recreatlon. R s g ..

Utllrtres and SeA ces Systems

"?’entltlements

. lmpact UT-4: The proposed PrOJect would mcrease the amount of SOlld waste generated
on the project sites, but would be adequately'served by the Crty s fandfill and would
comply with federal state and_local statutes and, regulatlons related to sol|d 'Wastev

, Wn s nyey e
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. Impact C-UT-1% The proposed Pro;ect in combination wrth other past present -or
reasonably foreseeable future prOJects would not result |n a cumulatlvely consrderable :

Public Servrces-

e Impact PS—l The proposed Prolect would riot. result in substantlal adverse physrcal
- impacts assocrated with the provision of polrce protectlon f ire protectlon schools and
library services in order to maintain acceptable service ratlos response tlmes or other
performance objectives, . . :

*  |mpact-C-PS-1: The proposed Project would riot result in a cumulatlvely consrderable
- “contribution to significant impacts on police services, fire protection, emergency
services, schools or libraries SUCh that new or altered facllrtles are requlred '

, ;Blologlcal Resources

. lmpact Bi-1, B-2, BI-3 The proposed Prolect would not affect any specral status -
species; npanan habitat or other sensitive natural community; or federally protected

- wellands; would not interfere with the movement of native resident or-wildlife specles or .

“with established native resident.or fhigratory wildlife corridors; and would nof conflict with
* ~"any local policies or ordinances. protectlng blologlcal resources such as a tree )
; ‘preservatlon policy or ordinance: . .

“e = Impact C-Bl-4: The:proposed: Pro;ect would nof result in a cumulatIVely consuderable
contnbutlon to 5|gmt" icant cumulatrve lmpacts on blologlcal resources ;

Geology and. Smls . Lo e :

. lmpact GE- "-Implementation of the proposed Project would not result in exposure of

' people and structures fo potential substantial adverse effects, lncludmg the risk of loss,

injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthguake fault sersmlc ground shaklng,
llquefactron lateral spreading, or landslides. . i

e lmpact GE-2: The |mplementatlon of the proposed PrOJect would not result in substantral,
- =~ eJosion; loss of topsorl or adverse lmpacts to topographlcal features. » :

. Impact GE-3 The lmplementatron of the proposed Prolec;t would not locate sensrtlve ,
~ fand uses on geologic Units or soils that are expansive, unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of future uses, and potentially result in on or off-site landsllde lateral
spreadlng, subsrdence, liquefaction, or collapse :

. lmpact C-GE—1 The proposed Project. would not result ina cumulatlvely consrderable
: contnbutron to srgnlf‘ cant cumulative lmpacts on geology and sorls :

Hydrology and Water Quallty

.. lmpact HY—1 The rmplementatlon of the proposed Pro;ect would not vrolate water
quallty or waste dlscharge standards, -exceed the capacrty of existing dramage systems,
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o _f 'srltatlon

o Impact FY-4, HY-5: , )
B people or structures to substantlal risk of loss due to ﬂoodlng, or1 {62 srgnrﬁcant“nsk of
o loss rnjury or death mvolvung mundatron by serche tsunamr or mudﬂowa' or'as a result of’ -

e Impact C-HY-1 The proposed Pro;ect would not result ina cumulatlvely consrderable
;_contnbutron to S|gn|f cant cumulatrve |mpacts on water quahty and hydrotogy

. ;'; tmpact HZ—3 lmplementatron of the proposed Pro;ect would not create a srgnlf' cant., - '
hazard to the pubhc or the envrronment by. locahon on a hazardous matenals site,

K i B A
- structures 16'a significant risk of loss; lnjury, “or death |nvolvrng fires; and would not‘ o
|nterfere with the implementation of'an emergency response plan .

Impact C-HZ-1 The proposed Project wou!d not resutt in a cumulatrvely con5|derable
. contribution to' lgn ificant cumulatlve im cts with re ectto, hazards and hazardous
matenals il v s

Mrn_eral:and, EnergyfResoiJri':es -

'Agnculture and Forest Resources

Te Impact AF—1 The proposed Pro;ect would not have a substantral adverse effect on
agnculture or forest resources ’

Growth-lnducrng Impac

lmpact GR 1 - lmplemen tnon of the Servnce Pohcy.Framework and‘ the TEP prOJect -
components would not rf ult rn growth rnducnng lmpacts ' o

LAt
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1. . FINDINGS OF POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CAN BE AVOlDED OR |
-~ REDUCED TO A LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL THROUGH MITIGATION AND -
. THE DISPOSITION OF THE MlTlGATlON MEASURES s

CEQA requrres agencres to adcpt mrtrgatron measures that would avoxd or substantlally lessen
a project’s identified significant impacts or potentral significant impacts if such measures are
feasrble (unless mrtrgatlon to such levels is achreved through adoption of a project alternatnve)
The ﬁndlngs in thrs Sectlon ltl and in Sect|on IV concern mltrgatlon measures set forth in the
~EIR These ﬂndmgs drchss mmgation measures as identified in the FEIR and recommended
for adoptlon by the SF MTA Board of Dlrectors The full text of the mrtlgatlon measures is

contarned in the FEIR and in: Attachment B the: Mrtrgation Monltonng and Reportlng Program

The SFMTA Board adopts all of the mrtrgatron measures ldentlf ed in the FElR The SFMTA

- Board finds. that all of the mrtrgatlon measures are: appropnate ‘and feasrble Based: on the”
analysrs contamed in the FEIR, .other consrderatrons in the record, and the signifi cance
thresholds rn the EIR the SFMTA Board finds that the lmpacts identifi ed in this Sectron AL will be
reduced toa less-than-srgnrf cant level through rmplementatron of the mmgatron measures
contarned |n the FElR rmposed as condmcns of approva[ and set forth in Attachment B.

Cultural and Paleontologrcal Resources

Impact CP-2» The proposed Pro;ect could cause a substantral adverse change inthe
- significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section
- 15084.5. _ : -

There isa reasonable presumptlon that constructlon of the proposed program-teve! and projectn
the potentlal for effect oh archaeologlcal resources is llkely However to avo:d potentral adverse
1mpacts ‘on-archaeological resources where the presence of the resource cannot be known,
foreseen, or predicted, the Accndental Dlscovery Archaeologrcat Mrtrgatron Measure will be .
_ |mplemented forall TEP components Thls mltlgatlon measure requrres that upon acctdental

" discovery-of an archaeologrcal resource dunng constructron (lncludlng human remarns) the
appropriate treatment of the resource w:ll be carried out by a qualrf ed.archaeological
_ consultant. : :

-~ Mitigation Meas:u:re' M—CR-.Zé? Acci‘dental Disco;i'leryi ofAﬁﬁéologiéali'Reso'umeso

The constructlon of the following four TEP components has: the potential to adversely affect
archaeological resources: TTRP.22_2; TI'RPQ and two: Serwce-related Capltal Irnprovements
OWE. 1 New Overhead Wrmg . Reroute 33 Stanyan onto Valencra Street and SC1 .2 Sansome
Street Contraﬂow Lane TTRP. 9 lncludes a segment of Bayshore Boulevard and TTRP.22_2

- includes a segment of chhardson Avenue These segments occur along the hlstonc shorelme
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. estuary, ttdal marsh or lagoon or watercourse and such S|tes may |nclude prehlstonc
archaeologlcal resources -The: lnstallatron of overhead wire support poles and duct banks along
a two-block portron of Valencra Street (OWE:1) will be constructed in the Missron Dolores area’

. in whlch thereis a potentlal for 5|gn|f cant archaeolog|cal resources from the Hlspanlc Perlod
‘The lnstallatron of traff‘ ic mast arms along a three-block portron of Sansome Street (SCl 2) wrll
occur in an area wrth the potentlal for lmpacts to archaeologrcal resources from the Yerba

~.Buena penod Constructlon in these- areas could; result in srgnn" cant |mpacts on archaeologrcal

' resources if the Archaeologlcal Monltonng mttrgatron measure IS not lmplemented T

lmplementatlon of the Archaeological Monltonng mltlgatron measure: requrres revrew by the

Planmng Department archeologlst once englneerlng deslgn detalls are known lf deterrnlned

~ necessary by the: Plannmg Department the SFMTA would be requrred to hire’ an archaeologlcat

consultant to. be present and monltor constructlon actlvrtres assocrated with these four TEP -

: components (as necessary) redlrect constructlon actlwtres if:an: lntact archaeologlcal dep05|t lS '

encountered evaluate the deposrt and elther re-desrgn the prolect or |mplement a data
" reCOVery program e T .

Mlt/gatlon Measure» :M~CR-2b' Archaeologlcal Monrtorlng

lmpact CP-3 The proposed Pro;ect could dlrectly or lndrrectly destroy a unlque
paleontologlcal resource or. snte or unlque geologlc feature g

Givén the shallow xcavation depths of TEP ,nst?rt}ction*activ""'
_drsturbance that |s~c mmon within the'p ublic'ri )\ P
b encountenng srgnn‘" icant paleontologlcal ’resources in the course of prolect-constructron S
However the presence of shallow paleontologlcal resources within areas of excavatlon under

“the proposed Prolect cannot be conclusrvely ruled out Dlsturbance of paleontologlcal
‘resources could rmparr the abrhty of paleontologrcal resources to. yleld rmportant sclentrﬂc
‘mformatron The Paleontologlcal Resources Accrdental Dlscovery mrtlgatlon measure will apply
in the event that any indication of a paleontologlcal resource is encountered in the course of

i

4 A TEPp project constructlon actwmes ‘andiif therresource may be rmportant a quallf' ied =

paleontologlcal consultant wr!l be retarned to’ desrgnahd rmplement a samplmg and data
-recoVery program i

- ,.Mltfgatforz IMeaswe M-

‘Hazards and Hazardous v _atenals

ST
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Thie use, storage, and disposal. of hazardous mate_rials"i's réQUIated bj'/‘ndmerotl"s\’f'ocal', state;
and federal laws and regulations. Excavation in the public-right-of-way is regulated under the -
Public Works Code;:which states that excavatron contractors are subject to all-applicable g
-hazardous material guidelines for disposal handlmg, release; and tréatment of hazardéus- '
" - material; site remediation; and worker safety-and training. Addmonally, Article 20 of the Publrc
" Works Code and Article 22A of the: San Francisco Health Code require environmental”
 investigation at construction sites where contaminated fill materials may be encountered.- ‘ The
SFMTA and construction contractors will adhere to these regulations. However, to ensure t’hat’
potential srgmﬁcant Impacts from release of hazardous materials- durmg constructlon are -
reduced to less-thari-sighificant lévéls; the SFMTA and constiuction cohiractors afe requrred to
rmplement the Hazardous Matenals Soil Testinig mitigation measure, which requires that sol tor
be removed from an excavation aréa and not -encapsulated within the same area be tested and,
- if found to contaln hazardous materials, be tranSported and drsposed of in complvance with
: local state and- federal requxrements .

Mitigation Measure M-HZ- 1 Hazardous Materials Soil Testing

« Impact HZ-2: Implem“e'nfatioh of the proposed ﬁro,ébf woild not s'dbstanﬁallyiemit
hazardous emlssrons or acutely hazardous matena!s near schools _
To ensure that constructlon and operation of the programd and, pro;ect-IeVeI TEP components ,
will not resultin significant hazardous. materials: emissions or the handlmg of acutely: hazardouS

materials near schools, the SFMTA and constructlon contractors are reqmred to |mplement the
: Hazardous Matenals Soil Testmg mitigation. measure Ilsted above. .

M:t/gatlon Measure M-HZ~1 Hazardous Matenals Sorl Test/ng

v. . SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CANNOT BE AVOIDED OR REDUCED TO A LESS-
THAN- SIGNIFICANT LEVEL ’

Based on substantral evrdence In the whole record of these proceedlngs the SFMTA Board of
Directors finds that, where feasrble changes or alterations have: been required, or moorporated
‘into, the Project to reduce the srgmf cant envnronmental |mpacts as identlﬂed in the FEIR “The ,
appropnate, and that changes have been required in, or mcorporated mto the PrOJect that ,
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21002 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091, may -
_substantially Iessen but do not avoid (i.e., reduce-to less-than-significant levels), the potentially.
significant envrronmental effects assocrated with imptementatlon of the Pro]ect that are -
- described below. The SFMTA: Board adopts all of the mltrgatlon measures and. lmprOVement
measures set forth in the Mltlgatton Monrtorrng and Reportlng Plan (MMRP) attached as,
Attachment B, But the SFMTA Board further finds that for the lmpacts lrsted below desprte
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the lmplementatlon of aII feastble mltlgatlon measures the effects remaln s:gnlt' cant and
unavmdable B S R I T Sy e O P S RO R

some |mpacts ldentlﬂed in the FEIR as noted below m thls Sect|on IV no. feaS|ble mltlgatlon
. measures were ldentlf' ed |n the FElR and: those lmpacts remaln srgnn" cant and unavotdable For -
a detalled explanatlon of the Iack of feaSJble mitigation | measures ‘for some: of the followmg
) lmpacts ang' ofthe reasons why certa megatlo measures although technologlcally feaslble

-may be subject to unt ertalnty lncludlng fundin related uncertalnty, please see the relevant
dlscusswns in the FElR B b it : Y DU SR

The SFMTA Board determlnes that the followmg S|gn|f cant |mpacts on the envrronment as Sy
reﬂected in the FElR ar navo|dable but under Publlc Resources Code §§ 21081 (a)(3) and
(b), and CEQA Gurdelmes §§ 15091(a)(3), 15092(b)(2)(B), and 15093 the SFMTA Board y ,:,;5
.determmes that the lmpacts are acceptable due to the overndmg con5|derat|ons descnbed |n
Sectlon er below Thls f ndlng is supported by substantlal evldence |n the record of. thls
proceedlng Sl % ' :

Transportatlon and Clrcula n .;_', .

lm pact TR—3 lmplementatlon of the. Pollcy Framework Objectlve A, Actlon A ‘3, and
Ol?leaiile C, Actions G:3 thidugh G 5 may result in significant fraflic impagts,....

B

et e R—8_._ Opt/mlz aﬂOn of-lntelsectlon Operatlon

Because thls measure may not be adequate to mltlgate |mpacts to |ntersectlont raft‘ ic: opera ions’

to less—than-stgnlf cant levels; arid. because the feasrblllty of. prowdmg addltlonal vehlcle capactty; -

N is unknown and it is not always possrble to optrmlze an |ntersect|on such that level of sennce will -
- improve to level of sennce ("LOS ) D or better, the lmpact on traffic’ operatmns remains o '
stgnrf' cant and unavotdable‘- T R ‘ e

Im pact T R-5 lmplementatlon of the Pollcy Framework Obje ind:
Objectlve C Act|ons C 3 through C. 5 may result in: sn ‘nrf‘ cant loadln lmpacts o

These measures could reduce S|gn|ﬁcan dlng lmpacts to a Iess-thanfslgnlf cant Ievel ;l:;
‘However; in some locatlons on-street parklng may. not be avallable to convert to commerc1al
Ioadmg spaces onthe same block and srde of the street or wnthln 250 feet on an adjacent srde
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street, the feasrbrlrty of provrdmg replacement commerclal toadmg spaces pursuant to Mlttgatron
Measure M-TR-10 cannot be assured in every situation. And because the effectiveness of the *
use of camera video enforcement of parking regulatlons along new’ transnt-only lanes is riot
known; the feasrbtllty of-Mitigation Measure M-TR—48 i§ Uncertain. Therefore, the 1mpact of loss
of on—street commercral Ioadtng spaces remams srg nlf cant and unavondable '

lmpact TR—8 lmplementataon of- the followmg TPS Toolklt categones Lahe -
Modﬂ”catrons and Pedestrian lmprovements may. result in signifi cant trafﬁc 1mpacts

R Mrtrgatron Measure M—TR—8 Optlmlzatlon of Intelsect:on Operatlons

Because thrs measure may not be adequate to mitlgate intersectlon trafﬂc operatlons foless-
than-significant levels, and because the feaslbtlrty of prowdmg additional vehicle capacxty is
unknown and it is'not always pOSSIble to opt(mrze an lntersectron stich that level of servrce wrlt
iimprove to LOS D or better the lmpact on trafr c operatrons remams s;gmf icant and: '
unavo:dable v d : S

. : lmpact TR—1 0 lmplementatlon of the followrng TPS Toolkrt categones Trans:t Stop
. Changes, Lane Modifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Pedestnan .
Improvements;, may resu!t in significant loading impacts.-

Z Mitigation Measure M-TR-10: Prows;on of Replacement Commelczal Loadlng
Spaces .

While this measure could reduce S|gn|f cant Ioad:ng lmpacts in some locattons on—street parkung
may not be aVanlable to convert to commercial loading spaces on:the same block and side of the
street or wrthzn 250 feef onan adjacent side street, the’ feasibility of providing replacement
commercsal loading spaces pursuant to Mitigation Measure M-TR-10 cannot be-assured,
Therefore the. xmpact of loss of on-street commercral loadmg spaces remains significant and.-
unavo&dable Ce T T i S

. lmpact TR-1 4; lmplementatron of TPS Toolkit. elements within the follownng categories:
Lane Modifications and Pedestnan Improvements along the program -level TIRP
corridors may result ini sngnlf icant traft" ic. lmpacts R o

- Mrtrgatlon Measure M—TR 8: Optrmlzatlon of Intersectron Operatrons .

Because thlS measure may. not be adequate to mltigate lntersectlon trafﬁc operatrons to less-
than-srgnrr icant levels; and because the feasnbmty of provndrng addmonal ‘vehicle capacxty is
unknown and itis not always possnb]e to optlrmze an mtersectxon such that Ievel of servrce will
|mprove to LOS Dor better the lmpact on traff ic operahons remains srgnlﬁcant and

’ unavotdable N ; »
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. Impact TR-16:. lmplementatron of the following TPS Toolklt categorles* Transrt Stop
s ::'-Changes Lane Modifications; Parking and Turn Resfrictions, and Pedestrian "
. Improvements, along the program—level TTRP comdors may result m srgmf cant loadmg
impacts. , o SO X R i : .

M/tlgat/on Measure M- TR—1 0: mesron of Rep[acement Commercral Loadrng
Spaces _ - , S

: av: |lable to. convert to commercial loading spaces.on the same block and side of the
‘street or W|th|n 250 feet on an adjacent 5|de street, the feasrbllrty of provudlng replacement
commermal loadxng spaces’ pursuant to Mmgatron Measure M-TR-10 caririot be assired;
Therefore the |mpact of loss of on-street commercral loadlng spaces remams srgnlﬂcant and

g unavordable S

‘Whrle thrs measure could reduce significant loadmg 1mpacts m some locatlons on-street parklng

. t TR-2¢ flmplementatlon of the pro;ect-level TTRP 14 Expanded Altematlve would
' ’result ina significant traffic impact : at the intersection of Randall Street/San- Jose Avenue
“that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under. Existing plus Service

lmprove' ts and the TTRP 14 Expanded Alternatrve condltrons .

No feasrble mmgatron measures are avarlable and the rmpact remalns slgnrﬂcant and
unavoldable " : . = : :

s Im pact TR—26 lmplementahon of the prOJect-level TTRP. 22 - 1 Expanded Alternatlve
would result in a significant traffic lmpact atthe mtersectxon of 16th/Bryant streets that
would operate atLOS E or LOS F condrtlons under Existing plus Service lmprovements

: 'and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternatrve condrtlons

Mrtrgatron Measﬁ ‘ M-TR~26 Intersectlon Restnprng at 1 6”’/Bryant streets

: v]mplementatron of. Mmgatlon Meashre' ‘ 'TR-26 would reconf gure the mtersectlon of 16“‘ and
"Bryant Streets such that the westbound approach would be a through lane ‘and dedlcated nght
k turn—pocket and the eastbound approach would be to a shared throughlnght lane :

......

LOS D or better dunng the p m. peak hour therefore traﬂ' ic lmpacts at the lnt ‘rsectlon of 16"‘" :
and: Bryant streets remarn srgmﬁcant and unavoldabl" : SR o

lmpact TR-27 lmplementatron of the pr 2.1 Expanded Altematuve
'?» would result in‘a-significant traffic impact at_the lhtersectlon of 16th Street/Potrero

‘Avenue that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service

lmprovements and the TTRP, 22 1 Expanded Altemative condltlons .

No feasrble mmgatlon measures are avaxlable and the lmpact remarns srgnrf cant and .
unavoidable, ™~ i 2T o
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o Impact TR-28: Implementatlon of the pro;ect—leVel TTRP.22_1 Expanded Altema’uve
would result in a significant traffic impact at the intérsection of 16th/Seventh streets that
would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alfernative conditions.

No feasible mitigation measures are avallable and the impact remains sugmf cant and
unavoudable

¢ Impact TR-30. lmplementatlon of the project-level Tl'RP 22 1 Expanded Altematlve '
- Variant 1 would result in a sngnlf icant traffic impact at the-intersection of “16th/Bryant
- : streets that would operate at'LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Service:
Improvements and the TTRP.22.. 1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1 conditions.

Mltlgatlon Measure M-TR-26: Intersectlon Restnpmg at 16"/Bryant streets

Implementation of Mltlgatlon Measure M-TR-26 would not improve intersection operations to LOS
D or better dunng the p.m. peak hour; therefore, traffic impacts. atthe lntersectlon of 16"' and
Bryant streets remain sngmf icant and unavondable

¢ ImpactTR-31: Implementatlon of the project-level TTRF‘ 22 1 Expanded Altematlve
Variant 1 would result in a significant traffic impact at the intersection.of 16th - :
Street/Potrero Avenue-that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Ex:sting
plus: Service Improvements and the TIRP22 1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1
o cond;tlons .

No feasible mitigation measures are available and the u‘npact remains SIgnlf cant and
unavoidable.. ’ :

¢ Impact TR~32 Implementation of the project:level TTRP.22_1 EXpanded Alternative:

Variant 1 would result in a sighificant traffic impact at the intersection. of 16"/Seventh

. streets that would-operate at LOS E or LOS F-conditions under Existing plus. Service
Improvernents and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative conditions.

* Na féasible mitigation. measures are avallable and the tmpact remalns slgmﬁcant and
unavoidable. e :

. lmpact TR-34 lmplementatron of the pro;ect—level TTRP22 1 Expanded Alternative
Variant 2 would result in a significant traffic impact at the mtersectlon of 16th/Bryant
streets that would operate &t LOS E or LOS F conditions under Existing plus Ser\nce
!mprovements ‘and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternatlve Varjant.2, condmons

. M/tlgatfon Measure M-TR—26 Intérsectiofi Restnp:ng at 16"’/Blyant streets

implementation of Mmgat;on Measure M-TR=26 woulld not i improve intersection operations to LOS
D or better during the p.m, peak hour; therefore, traffic impacts at the mtersectlon of 16"‘ and
Bryant streets would remain significant and unavoidable. y

30



’ unavordable

unavordable

‘No feaS|ble mrtrgatlon e

Transit:Effectivenéss Project .
SFMTA Board of Directors
CEQA Findings
: 3/21/2014

- Impact TR-35: lmplementatlon of the pro;ect-level TTRP.22:1 Expanded Altematlve
+ Variant 2 would result in‘a. signifi cant traffic impact atthe intersection of 16th+
Street/Potrero Avenue that would operate at LOS E or LOS F conditions under Extstlng
plus Service lmprovements and the'lTRP 22 1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2
' condltlons ; :

No feasxble mrttgatlon measures are avallable and the lmpact remalns stgmt” cant and

Impact TR—36 lmplementatton of the pro;ect-level Tl'RP22 4 Expanded Alternatlve B
. -+ Variant 2 would result in a signific jcant traffic impact atthe lntersectlon of 16"/Seventh -
' streets that would operate at LOS E or LOS, F conditions under Existing plus_ Service
Improvements and the 'lTRP 22 1 Expanded Altematlve Variant 2 condltlons ’

No feas:ble mltrgatlon measures are avarlable and the rmpact rematns srgnlf cant and

. lm pact TR-38 : lmplementatron of_ the pro;ect—level TTRP 30 1 Expanded Alternattve
SRR fWOUld result in a significant traffic |mpact at the intersection- of Columibuis Averiue/Green
Street/Stockton Street that would operate at LOS E conditions under- Existing plus

Servrce lmprovements and the TTRP 301 Expanded Alternative condttrons

: No feas:ble mtttgatlon measures are avallable and the rmpact remalns srgmf‘ cant and -

unavoldable. L e

» Impact TR-40: Implementation of the project-level TTRP.30_1 Expanded Alternative
',.--;;:Vanant 1 would result ina 5|gn|ﬁcant trafﬁc impact at the: mtersectron of Columbus

o T Avenue]Green Street/Stockton Street that would operate atLos E condmons under
Exrstlng plus SeNlce lmprovements and the TI'RP3O 1 Expanded Altematlve Vanant 1

No feasrble mrtlgatlon measures are avarlable and the 1mpact remarns sngmﬁcant and
unavmdable -_ : :

lmpaét TR-42 lmplementatnon of thé pro;ect—level 'ITRP 30 1 Expanded AlternatNe
Variant 2 would result in a sigrifficant traffic impact at the intersection of Columbus .

. Avenue/Green Street/Stockton Street that would operate at LOS E conditions under

. _,Exrstmg plus Sennce lmprovements and the TTRP‘30 ‘_1 Expanded Alfematwe Vanant 2

unavmdable ’

lmpact TR-48 lmplementatron of-project-level TTRP.14 Moderate Altérriative Variant 1
WOuld result ina reductron in on-street commercral loadmg supply on Mrssron Street
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such that the exrstmg loading demand during the peak hour of loadlng activities could
nét bée accommodated within on-street loadlng supply and may create a potentrally
hazardous condition. or significant delay that may affect traffic, transrt brcycles or
«pedestrlans, o ) Ca .

- Mltigatlon Measure M- TR-48: Enfomement ofParka Vrolatrons

Wth rmplementatlon of thrs Mltrgatlon Measure the impacts related to loss of commercral
loading spaces on transrt and traffic operations would he reduced HOWever because the
effectivenass of the use of,camera video enforcement of parkrng regulatrons along new transit-
only lanes is not known, the feasibility of this measure rs uncertam and lmpacts on thls corridor
remain srgnrf cant and unavoidable

. Impact TR-49 lmplementatlon of project-level TTRP 14 Moderate AlternatNe Vanant 2
-~ would result in'a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply 6h Mission Street
such that the existing loading demand during the peak hour of loading activities. could
not be accommodated within on-street loading supply and may create a potentrally
hazardous condition or srgnrﬁcant delay that may aﬁ‘ect trach transrt brcycles or
"pedestnans i

'-' Mlt/gatlon Measure M-TR-48: Enforcement of Paﬂﬂng Vlolat/ons

Because the effectiveness of the use of camera video enforcement of parklng regulations aldngi
new transit-only:lanes is not known, the feasibility of this. measure is uncertain and |mpacts on
this corridor remarn srgmf icant and unavordable Lo :

. ~ Impact TR-50 lmplementatlon of pro;ect-level TTRP 14 Expanded Alternative would
-resultin a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Mission Street-such that
~ the existing loading demand during the peak hour of loading activities could not be
- ‘accommodated within on-street loading supply and may create a potentlally hazardous
condition or sighificant delay that may affect traffic, transit; brcycles or pedestnans

. = Mitigation Measure M-TR-48; Enforcement of Parking: Violations

Because the effectiveness of the use of camera video enforcement of parking regul'atidns along
new transit-only lanes is not known, the: feasrblllty of thrs measure rs uncertarn and impacts on
this corrldor remain srgnn’cant and unandable ¢

* Impact TR—51 lmplementatlon of prolect lével TTRP.30_1 Moderate Altematrve would
result in a reduction in on-street commercial loading supply on Stockton Street such that
the existing loading demaind during the peak hour of loading activities could not be
accommodatéd within of-street loading-supply- and may create a potentially hazardous
condmon or significant delay that may affect traffic, transit, bicycles, or pedestnans

Mrtlgat/on Measuze M-TR—48 Enfomement of Parklng Vlolatlans
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BecaUSe the effectrveness of the- use of camera vrdeo enforcement of parkrng regulations along
new transrt-only lanes i is not known thefeasrbrhty of thls measure IS uncertarn and lmpacts on
) 'thrs comdor remaln srgnlf cant and unavmdable., :

Impact TR-52 lmplementatlon of prolect-levet TTRP 30 1 Expanded Altemative would -
; - resutt ln a reduot;on in‘on- street commercral loadmg supply‘on.v Stoclgton Street such that. A

o Because the eﬁectrveness of the use of camera vrdeo enforcement of parkrng regulatrons along S

: new transnt—only lanes is: not known the feasrbrllty of thrs measure rs uncertain and rmpacts on

new. transrt;only Ianes |s not known, the feasrbrllty of thrs measure rs uncertarn and rmpacts on
this corrrdorremam signifi cant and unavordable B e

Impact C-TR-1 “The Service Pohcy Framework and erwce lmprovements of Ser:\”/' e
~“Varlants; in combrnatton With past, present and reasonably foreseeable ‘development in--
San Francrsco would contnbute consrderably toa srgnrt' cant cumulatrve lmpact on -

.
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. : . transrt resultmg in.an exceedance of Munl =1 capacrty utilization standard on the Mrssron ,
-.corridor within-the Southeast screenline of the' Downtown screenlines under 2035 :
'Cumulatrve plus Service lmprovements only condmons :

T M/trgatron Measure M-C- TR-1: SFMTA Mon/tonng of Munl Serwce B

......

corndor toa less—than-srgnrf cant level However becaUse the SFMTA oannot commlt to future
‘fundmg appropnatrons nor be certarn of its abrllty to provrde addrtronal service crtywrde to:
maintain the capacity utrhzatron standard among other service goals, the feaSlblllty of this
mltrgatlon measure is uncertaln and the: cumulatlve impact 6n fransit remains srgnrﬁcant and
unandable ‘

. lmpact C TR-2 “The Servrce Poltcy Framework TPS Toolkit elements as applred inthe-

* program-level TTRP corridors, and the Service: lmprovements with the TTRP Moderate: -
,Alternatrve ln combmatron wrth past, present and reasonably foreseeable development
',transrt resultrng |n exceedances of Munl s capaclty utlllzatuon standard on the
Fulton/Hayes -corridor within the Northwest screenline- and on the Mission corndor W|thm
the Southeast screenline of the Downtown screenlines  under 2035 Curnulative’ plus
-Serwce lmprovements and the TIRP. Moderate Alternatlve condrtrons S

P Mlt/gatlon Measure M-C—TR—1 SFMTA Monrtonng of. Munf Servrce

lmplementatron of this Mrtrgatlon Measure would reduce the cumulatlve rmpact on the affected
corridor to a less-than-srgnlﬁcant level. However, because the SFMTA cannot commit fo future.
fundrng appropnatrons nor bé certain of its abrlrty to provrde additional service: cttywrde to::
maintain the capacity utilization. standard among other service goals, the feasrbllity of thls

) mmgatlon measure is uncertarn and the cumulatlve rmpact on transrt remalns srgnrf cant and

unavordable : . =

lmpact C-TR-3 The Servuce Pollcy F ramework the TPS Toolkrt elements as applled in
the program—level TTRP corrldors and the’ Servrce lmprovements with the TTRP -

" Expanded Alternative, in combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable
development in San Francisco, would contribute considerably to significant cumulative
impacts on transit, resulting in exceedances of Muni's capacity utrlrzatron standard-on the
FultonIHayes corridor within the Northwest screenlifie and on the Mission corridor within
the Southeast screenline of the Downtown screenlines under 2035 Cumulative

‘ ‘condrtlons plus Service lmprovements and the TTRP Expanded Alternatlve condrtrons

:'—A M!t/gatron Measure M-C—TR-‘I SFMTA Momtonng of Munl Servrce

lmplementatlon of this Mrttg ation Nleasure would reduce the cumulatlve lmpact on the affected
~ corridor to @ less—than stgnu" cant leve '..;-;However because the SFMTA cannot commit to: future
fundlng appropnatrons nor- be certarn of its ablllty to provlde addltlonal service crtywrde to’
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malntam the:capacity utlllzatlon standard among other serwce goals the feasrblllty of thlS
mltlgatlon measure is uncertain, and the cumulatrve |mpacl on transit remalns srgnrt’ cant and
unavondable - : =

,"l R 1

Impact C TR-7 lmplementatlon of the Serwce Pollcy FrameWOrk Objectlv A-. Actlon
* A.3 and Objectivé C, Actions C.3 through C. 5and TPS Toolkit categones ‘Lane”
_ Modifications and Pedestrian lmprovements as applled in program-level TTRP comdors
" in combination with past; present and reasonably foréseeable development inSan’’ B
- Fraricisco, would result-in cumulative traffic impacts at intersections along the: comidors:”
under 2035 Cumulatrve plus Servlce Improvements and the TTRP Moderate Alternatlve
i>.».~condltlon PR = S C

—— Mrtlgat/on Measure M TR—8 Optlmlzat/on,. fIntersectlon Operatlons

‘Because. thls measure may not be adequate to mltrgate mtersectlon traft' c operatlons to less— i
. than-srgmt’ icant levels, ‘and because the fea5|b|l|ty of providing addrtlonal vehlcle capacrty IS
*.unknown and it is not always p055|ble to.optlmlze an mtersectlon suoh that level of servrce wrll
lmprove to LOS D. or better the feasrblll of mltlgatron is notf assured Therefore" the ‘

cumulatlve |mpact on traﬁ' c operatrons remalns 5|g '_‘ an uhavondable o b

Im pact C-TR-9: lmplementatlon of the Servrce Pollcy Framework Objectlve A Actlon
A3 and- Objective C, Actions.C.3 through C. 5 and TPS, Toolkrt categories: Lane:

Modlt‘ catioris and. Pedestnan lmprovements as a'pplled in program-level TTRP corndors';';_ I

WOuld result in cumulative traffic lmpacts at'intersections along the corridors’ under 2035""
Cumulatlve plus Servrce lmprovements and the TTRP Expanded Altematlve condrtlons

; ,and unavordable

. lmpact C-T R-14 lmplementatlon of the 2035 Cumulatlve pliis Setvlce lmprovements '
- and the TTRP.5 Expanded Altérnative would result in curulative traffic. impacts at'the
lntersechon of F ulton StreetIMasochvenue dunng the p-m. peak hour. A
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No feasible mmgation measures are avaIIabIe and the cumulative impact remams sxgmﬁcant T
and unavmdable o - . - ;e

» Impact C-TR-15 Implementatlon of the 2035 CumuIatwe plus Service Improvements
..and the TTRP.8X Expanded Alternative would result in cumulative traffic impacts atthe
mtersectlon of Geneva Avenue/Carter Street durmg the p.m. peak hour. - .

‘No feasrbIe mmgatlon measures are ava;IabIe and the cumuIatlve |mpact remains sxgmf cant
and unavordable - : e - o

- Impact C-TR-16' Implementatron of the 2035 Cumulatrve plus Servrce Improvements
" ‘and-the TTRP.8X Expanded Alternative would result in cumulative traffic impacts at the
intersection of Geneva AvenuelMoscow Street during the p.m, peak hour,

- No feasrble m:tlgatnon measures are avanIabIe and the cumuIatrve lmpact remains sugnlfcant .
and unavoxdable S ; 2 : . :

. Im pact C-TR-17 lmplementatlon of the. 2035 CumuIatrve plus Serv:ce Improvements
and the TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative would result iri. project and cumulative traffic -
impacts. at the mtersectron of Randall Street/San Jose Avenue dunng the a.m, peak

.. hour. :

No feasrbIe rmtrgatlon measures are avallabIe and the cumulatrve lmpact remams srgnlﬁcant
and unavondable

. Im pact C-TR-1 8: Implementatron of the 2035 Cumulattve pIus Servrce Improvements
" and the TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative would result in cuinulative traffic impacts at the
|ntersectxon of Mlssfon/F ifth streets- dunng the a.m, peak hour.

No. feasable mltlgatlon measures are avallable and the cumuIatlve |mpact remarns sugmﬁcant
and unavoldable o .

Im pact C-TR-19 Im pIementatlon of the 2035 CumuIatlve plus: Servrce Improvements
and the TTRP.14 Expanded Alternative would result in cumtilative: Impacts at the '
mtersectnon of Mlssron/16 streets during the p.m. peak hour. -

:No- feaslble mltrgatron measures are avarlable and the cumuIatuve |mpact remams srgmf icant
and unaVordabIe . L : .

"o Impact C-TR-20 ImpIementatlon of the 2035 CumuIatlve pIus Servrce Improvements
and- TTRP,22:1° Expanded Alternative would resultin project and cumulatlve trafﬂc
impacts at the intersection of 16" /Bryant streets dunng the p.m: peak hour

T Mrt_[g_atl,on Measure M-TR-26: Intersect/on Restﬁplng:at 1 a’”/Bryant,streets
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lmplementatlon of Mlttgatlon Measure M-TR-26 would: not rmprove mtersectron operatrons to LOS
D or better dunng the p.m. peak hour therefore, cumulattve traffic rmpacts at the mtersectron of-
‘16'h and Bryant streets remaln srgnrt’ icant and unavordable _ - ~

lmpact C-T R-21 lmplementatlon of the 2035 Cumutatrve ptus Servrce lmprovements
~and the TTRP:22._1 Expanded Alternative Varrant 1 Would result in project and traffic
i cumulatrve lmpacts at the lntersectron of 16 lBryant streets dunng the p m peak hour

Mltlgat/on Measure M— TR-26 lntersectlon Restnpmg at 16”’/Bryant streets

: 'lmplementatron of Mmgatron Meastre M-TR-26 would-not i rmprove mtersectron operatrons to LOS o
‘D or.better dunng the p.m. peak hour, therefore cumulatrve trafﬁc lmpacts at the |ntersect|on of
16" adnd Bryant streets remam srgmf icant and unavordable e B R

lmpact C—TR—22 Implementatron of the 2035 Cumulatlve plus Servrce lmprovements
~ and the TTRP. 22 1 Expanded Alteinative Variant 2 would result in project and - "
’ cumulattve traft' ic rmpacts at the rntersectlon of 16*"/Bryant streets durmg the p.m; peak

Mltlgatlon Measure M- TR~26 Intersectlon Restnplng at 1 6"’/Blyant streets

lmplementatlon of: Mttrgatlon Measure M—TR-26 would:not i |mprove intersection operatrons toLOS -
D or better during 1 the | p.m. peak hour; therefore cumulative trafﬂc impacts atthe mtersectlon of "
16:3“’I and Bryant streets remam srgmﬂcant and unavoudable S '

-TR-23:° [s]
and the TTRP.22:1 Expanded ‘Alternative would resulf iy pro;ect ‘and curitlative trafﬁc
L lmpacts at the mtersectron of 16”‘/Potrero streets dunng the P m. peakyhour ) _fj v

No. feasrble mrttgatron measures are avallable and the cumulatlve rmpact remarns stgnrf cant
and unavordable o ', : A

, . 5C plu
- and: the TTRP 22 1 Expanded Altematlve Vanant:1 would’ result i pro;ect and”
. ;cumulatrve trafr ic rmpacts atthe |ntersect|on of 16"‘/Potrero streets dunng the p.m. peak .

and unavordablei :

Impact C-TR-25 lmplementatlon of the 2035 Cumutatlve plus Sennce lmprovements

~and the TTRP. 22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 2 would result in projectand . -

- ‘cumulative’ traﬁ’ ic lmpacts at the intersection of 16'“/Potrero streets dunng the p m peak
hour S : ‘ :
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No feasible mitigation measures are avallable and the cumulative rmpact remarns srgmfcant
and unavordable : : ‘ o : L _

. lm pact C-TR-26: Implementation of the 2035 CumulatIVe plus Servnce lmprovements
- and the TTRP.22, 1 Expanded Alternative would result in.cumulative fraffic rmpacts atthe
, :j-*mtersectlon of 16 /OWens streets durlng the p.m. peak hour SR

No feasible mltrgatron measures are avarlable and the cumulatlve rmpact remams srgmt" icant
and unavordable ~ : . . et : :

e lmpact C-TR-27 Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Sétvica Improvements -
- and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Alternative Variant 1 would result in cumulative fraffic -
‘impacts atthe mtersectron of 16"/0Owens. streets during the p.m. peak hour " T

No feasrb!e mltigatron measures are avarlable and the cumulatrve lmpact remains signifi cant
and unavordable

.. lmpact C-TR-28' Implementatson of the 2035 Cumulative plus Service Improvements
and the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Altematrve Variant 2 would result in cumulative traffic
‘impacts at the lntersectron of 16"/Owens: streets during the p.m. peak hour.

“No feasible mitigation measures are avarlable and the cumulatrve rmpact remains sngnlﬁcant
and unavordable - S o . .

¢ Impact C-TR-29 lmplementatron of the 2035 Cumulatrve plus Service Improuements
. plusthe TTRP, 22 1 Expanded Alternative would result in cumulative traffic rmpacts at.
the rntersectron of 16 {Fourth streets during the a.m, and p-m peak hours

No feasible mltrgatron measures are avarlab!e and the cumulatrve rmpact remains srgmt' cant
and unavoidable. . _ . : . o

« Impact C-TR-30; Implementation of the 2035 Cumulative plus Sefvrcezlmprovements
and the TTRP.22:1 ‘Expanded Alternative Variant 1 would result in cumulative traffic
lmpacts at the lntersectron of 16"’IF ourth streets dunng the a.m. and p.m. peak hours.

No feasrble mrtrgatlon measures are avarlable and the cumulatlve |mpact remams srgnlf' cant -
and unavordable

. lmpact C-TR-31 lmplementatron of the 2035 Cumulatrve plus Service Improvements
and-the TTRP.22_1 Expanded Altematrve Variant 2 would result in cumulative traffic
rmpacts atthe mtersectron of 16 lFourth streets during the a. m;. and p. m, peak hours.,

No feasible mmgatron measures are avarlable and the cumulative |mpact remarns srgmﬁcant
and unavoidable. ~
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L. ;Impact C-TR-32 Implementation of the 2035 CumuIatlve pIus Semce Improvements
“_* - and the TTRP.22-1 Exparided Alternative would resuit:in project. and cumulative traffic
Impactsat the mtersectlon of 16“’/Seventh streets dunng the a.m. and p m peak hours

l No feastble mltlgatlon measures are avallable and the cumulatlve lmpact remams SIgnlt' oant
and unavmdable o : - : e I R

Impact G—TR—33 Implementatcon of the 2035 Cumulatlve plus Serwce Improvements
- and the ] TTRP.22. 1 Expanded’ ‘Alternative Variant 1 would result in prOJect and
cumulatxve vtraff' c lmpacts at the lntersectlon of 16 /Seventh ;streets dunng the a m.and- :

- Impact C—TR-34 lmplementatlon”of the 2035 Cumulatlve plus Sennce Improvements
and the 'ITRP 22 1 Expanded Alternatlve Variant t% wouId result in prOJect and

No feasible. mltlgatlon measures are available and the cumulative impa
and: unavmdab[e S

cumuIatlve trafﬁclllv ,pacts atlﬂ _ ‘
:-’-Street

T G ~‘1~-‘-a P

;No feasnble,

No feaslbIe' igation |
: and unaVOIdable” -
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lmpact C-TR-43 lmplementatnon of the Policy- Framework Objective A Actiori A.3 and
: = Objective C, Actions C.3 through C.5, and TPS Toolkit  Categories: Transit Stop+°
.. Changes, Lane Modifications; Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Pedestrian
“Improvements as applied to the program-level TTRP corridors in combination with past,
. present and reasonably foreseeable development in San Francnsco would result in-
cumiulative loadlng rmpacts A L

Mlt/gatron Measure M—TR~1 0: Prowsron of Replacement Commerclal Loading
Spaces L _ L

While thrs measure could Teduce srgmt‘ cant loadlng impacts rn some locatlons on-street paiking
‘may not be available to convert to commercial loadmg spaces on'the same block and side of the
streetor: w:thm 250 feet on an adracent side street, the feasrblhty of provrdmg replacement :
commeicial loadmg spaces pursuant to Mltrgatlon Measure M-TR-10 canniot be assuired,
Therefore; the cumulative |mpact ofloss of on~street commercral loadmg spaces remams

gnrf ieant and unaVOIdable ' S -

) !mpact C-TR-44 lmplementatlon of the project-level TTRP Moderate Alternatlve .
‘including the TTRP.14 Variant 1, TTRP.14 Vartiant-2; and TTRP.30_1 in combination. with
past, present and other reasonably foreseeable development in San Francisco would
" resulf in cumulative loading impacts.

- Mitigation Measure M- TR—48 Enfomement of Parklng Vlolatrons

I

new transrt—only lanes is. not known the feasrbrllty of thls mrtlgatron measure is Uncertaln and
cumulatlve rmpacts on thrs comdor remain signifi cant and unavoudable

'a, Impact C-TR-45: Implementatron of the project-level TTRP Expanded. Alternatrve
including the TTRP 14, TTRP.30_1, TTRP.30_1 Variant 1, and TTRP.30_1 Variant 2, in
comblnatlon with past present and reasonably foreseeable development m San '

v Mltlgatlon Measure M-TR—48 Enforcement of Parkrng Violation's

’ Because the effectrveness of the use of camera video enforcement of parklng regulatrons along;
new transrt—only lanes is not known, the feasrbrllty of this mitigation'measureis. uncertain and -
cu,mulatrve lmpacts on these comdors rematn signrf cant.and.unavoldable _

. |m pact C-TR-49 lmplementatlon of the Servrce Pohcy Framework Objectrve A, Actlon
""A3and Objectlve C, Actions.C.3, C.4 and C.5; and the TPS Toolkit categories: Lane
Modifications, Parking and Turn Restrictions, and Pedestrian improvements as applied
in program-level TTRP corridors, in combination with past, present and reasonably .
foreseeable development in San Francisco, may result in significant. cumulatlve parkrng o
rmpacts - L
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- Mrtlgatlon Measure M-C-TR-49 Explore the Implementatlon of Parklng
ManagementStrategles S e TR _

It is.uncertain. whether parkmg management strategles wOuld mltlgate this signifi cant cumulatlve |
,parklng lmpact to a less-than-srgnlf cant level.. Therefore, feasrbmty ‘of this mltlgatlon measure
~cannot be assured andthe cumulatuve impact: remams srgmf’ cant and unavmdable :

s Impact C-TR-52 lmplementatron of the prOJect-level TI'RP Moderate Alternatrve for the
.. TTRP.14 Variant 1 or the TTRP.14 Variant 2, in‘ combmatlon With: past presentand

. .- reasonably foreseeable development in San. Francnsco would result in srgnlf icant.
;],cumulatrve p "rkmg lmpacts L 4 4

Mrt/gatlon Measure M-C-TR-49, Explore the Implementatlon of Parklng
Management Strategles ' T o .

It |s uncertam whether parklng management strategles would.mltlgate thls S|gn|f cant cumulatrve
rt' cant level Therefore ‘ aS|b|l|ty ‘of this mrtrgatlon measure
cannot be assured’. and the cumulatrve lmpact remalns srgnrﬂcant and unavordable

Impact C-TR-54 lmplementatron of the project-level TFRP Expanded Alternatlve for the‘
~ TTRP.22_1, TTRP:22.1 Variant 1; or TTRP.22- 1 Variant:2; in combination with past
o present and reasonably foreseeable development in San Franclsco would result in '
»5|gnrt' cant cumulatrve parklng lmpacts - .

Mltlgatlon Measure M—GTR—49 Explore the Implementatlon of Parklng
Manag': ‘::ent Strategles '__.‘:},} S -

sectlon 21081(a)(3) and CEQA Gurdellnes Sectlon 15091 (a)(3) '.Th|s sectlon‘also outling sthe
reasons for approvmg thes: TEP as proposed ' I

CEQA mandates th i
would A"fe a

fs:Sect|on 141 26 6(a) ) CEQA requrres that ev”_ry ElR also evaluate a "No Pro;ect"'
alternatlve Alternatlves provrde the decrsronmakers with a basrs of companson to the PrOJect m ,
terms of thelr sngnrt’ cant |mpacts and thelr ablllty to meet pro;ect objectl v s Th|s comparatlve
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- analysis is.used to consrder reasonably, potentrally feaSIble optrons for mmrmtzmg
environmental conséquences of the Proposed Pro;ect

The Alternatives listed below and rejected are rejected as infeasible based upon substantial
evidence in the record including evidence of ecoriomic, legal social, technologlcal and othef
considerations described in this: Section, and, for the reasons described in Sectron VI below,
which is lncorporated herein by reference B

A, Reasons for Approvrng Pr0posed Pro_rect

. As drscussed above in Segtion 1. and in Chapter 2 of the FEIR, the TEP consrsts of a Service
Policy Framework Service lmprovements 12 Service- Related Capntal Improvements, and
Travel Time Reduetron Proposals (TTRPS) (whlch apply various items from the Transrt
Preferential Streets “Toolkit") along 17 transit comdors For the purposes of environmental
review, the FEIR described and analyzed two posslble TEP pro;ects—-referred to asthe TTRP
Moderate Alternative and the TTRP Expanded Alternative—at an equal level of detail and.
analysrs Thrs was done because; although the “TEP” was examined in one envrronmental
document in ordér ta understand the full scope of its potential envrronmental impacts, the TEP.i IS
actually a: collectnon of projects:and propésals, which, while related, may be lmplemented at
various’ tlmes and in many cases, mdependently of each other,

Thus, the FEIR défiried and analyzed the proposed pro;ect as two alternatrves in order to
capture the reasonable range of TEP proposals the SFMTA may. chose to: implement over time.
and to evaluate the potential environmental impacts resultrng from.that range. Both alternatives
would rmplement the Service Pohcy Framework, the Service lmprovements Service Variants,
the Servrce—re!ated Gapital Improvements, and the TPS Toolkit as apphed to.the program-level
TTRP corridors. The differénce between the two alternative pro;ects is that under the. TTRP
Moderate Alternative; these elements would be implemented.in combination with a * ‘moderate”.
number of TPS Toolkit elements along certain Rapid Network corridors and, under the TTRP
Expanded Alternative, these elements would be 1mplemented i combination with. an:

- expanded” number of TPS Toolkit elements. along the same 'Rapid Network corndors The
rationale behlnd thrs is that the TIRP Moderate Alternative would capture a prOJect wrth fewer
and less substantnal physical envirohmental effects and the TTRP Expanded Alternatlve wouild
capture a pro;ect with more substantial physrcal environmental effects

ltis not known at this time when or if the full. scope of all the TTRP proposals included in the
TEP will be implemen'ted i’mplementation of various TTRP proposals will depend on community
and stakeholder mput as well-as a myriad of policy-and budgetary considerations. It is likely
that, over trme the SF NITA, will rmplement ata pro;ect-level a collection of TTRP proposals that
fall somewhere i 1n betWeen the TTRP Moderate and Expanded Alternatives: analyzed in the:
FEtR However, at this. tlme itis not known whether a given project along a TTRP corridor will
include components of the Moderate Alternative or the Expanded Alternative, or a mixture of the
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two. Because of this; the SFMTA Board is not now. rejectlng erther the TTRP- Moderate Lt

. Alternative or the TTRP Expanded Altematrve Rather .the SFMTA Board is taklng actron to

approve both alternatrves at'a conceptual- and programmatlc level and to direct staff to contlnue '

to develop specrf' c pro;ect proposals for: each TTRP corndor Once any such prOJects are
proposed for approval the SF MTA Board would adopt as necessary fi ndrngs to reject

SR

The SFMTA Board ﬁnds thatthe PrOject wrll provrde the followmg benefi ts

. ASupport and |mplement the Cltys Transrt Frrst Pollcy by provrdlng clear dlrectlon for ,
managing modal allocation of space on the transportatron system for the Crty of San o
Francisco. : A B

. Improve the cost—effectweness and | pro ctlwty of tranSIt operatlons, : &

. :Improve the customer experlence._ | the transnt system
| - w lmprove tranS|t system rellabllrty

. Improve transrt travel tJmes e
- ¥ ;:....lmprove safety for pedestnans, blcycllsts and transrt rrders o

«" ' Realign transrt routés to ellmrnate underused routes and mcrease headways on heavrly—
usedroutes R T s AL A A L L

. :.Reduce crowdlng on heavrly-used routes;__;}_l

' lmprove accessrblllty to the transrt syste

: .that make thrs altematrve lnfeaslble ln maklng these determlna ns, the Sf '_:TA Board is’ '.;'M ‘

aware that CEQA det' nes "feasrbrhty to mean capable of berng accompllshed ina successful

manner WIthln a reasonable penod of tlme taklng into' account economlc ~e onmental socraL

legal; and technologgcal factors The SFMTA Board 1s also aware that under CEQA case Iaw

. the concept of "feasrbrhty encompasses (|) the questron of whether a partlcular altematrve '
promotes:the underlying goals and objectives of a project; and, _(l,'_)q the question of whether an

Y
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alternative is “desrrable" from a polrcy standpornt to the extent that desrrabrlrty is based on: a-
réasonable balancing of the relevant economrc envrronmental socral legal -and technologrcal :
factors, ~ g : :

Because both of the other alternatrves analyzed in the FEIR—-the T‘TRP Moderate Alternatrve
. and the TTRP Expanded Alternatrve—-rncluded rmplementa’uon of the Servrce Pollcy ’
Framework, the Servrc;e lmprovements, Service Variants, the Servrce-related Capltal
lmprovemenfs, and the TPS Toolkit as applied to the program—level TTRP-corridors, rejecting
the No Project Alterative rejects every alternative that would fail to rmplement these TEP.
proposals as mfeasrble ' s

1. Alternative A: No PrOJect

Under the No Project Alternative; the Servrce Polrcy Framework would not be adopted. The
SF MTA would not |mplement the transit service changes included in the’ Service lmprovements
and Service Variants, and would not construct the Sennce—related Capital improvements or the
Travel Time Reduction. Propgsals, The SFMTA regularly monitors performance of the transit
system and routlnely makes adjustments to i rmprove service wheri fundlng and resources are
avallable Therefore, under the No Project Alternative; séme of the features of the TEP, such as
elements in the TPS Toolkit, wotild be implemented: for example, transit bulbs and pedestrian
bulbs would continue to be installed and accessible boarding platforms would. continue to be
added on a location-by-location basis when feasibleé. However, no scheduled program of
improvements would be rmplemented without adoption of the: TEP With.the No. Pro;ect
Alternative, the significant physical impacts related to traffic; Ioadmg, and ctimulative parking
conditions: ldentlfled in the FEIR for the Project and set forth above-would nof occur, and the
mutrgatron measures ldentrf ed in the EIR and the lmtral Study would not be- necessary.

The No Project Aﬁernatlve wou!d not provide for an organlzed comprehensive, coordinated
program of transit system rmprovements Transrt system rellabrllty and efficiency would not:
'rmprove, and crowdrng on some routes would not be expected 16 change substantrally from

' exrstrng conditions.’ Under cumulative conditions with the No Prolect Alterriative, the transit
system would become more crowded.as growth and development continue to occur in the City.
Transit travel trmes would not improve on a: coordinated basis. A mode shift from. automoblles to
" transit use would not occur resulting in addrtlonal automoblle congestron .The No Project
Altematrve would not help the City support the Transrt First Policy. Addltronally, traffi

. congestron wrll contmue to degrade the performanCe of the surface transrt system leading to
rncreasmg operatmg costs born by. the Crty of San Francrsco tax payers ‘As costs. contmue to-
mcrease and on trme perfomrance contmues to degrade resources that had onglnally been ;

sprral of lncreased operatronal subsrdres wrth no lncrease |n servrce may result rn lower
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'ndershlp, wl'uch leads to decreasrng revenue and a downward splral ln the sustalnabrlrty ofthe. ‘
transrt system and mobrlrty for resrdents and vrsltors to the Crty of San Francrsco

For these reasons, the SFMTA Board fi nds that on balance the Project |s preferable to the No
Pro;ect Alternatrve and the No Prqect Alternatlve is rejected as |nfea5|ble‘ i

2. Alternatrves Con3|dered and Rejected ln the ElR

’Altematrve locatlons for the: TEP would not be feaslble because the. PrOJect isa systemwrde R
: program toi improve the exrstlng transit rnfrastructure and service in San Francrsco,ﬁtherefore

- 4 alternative’ locations outside of San Frairicisco are rejected." Altematrve location’s fof transit’

' jlmprovements on streets other than those proposed are rejected as rnfeasrble becauee of the a .'
" negd'to maintain connectlwty and geographrc coverage wrthln the exustmg transrt and ove all - ; '
transportatlon network : , s

" The SFMTA consrdered several potentlal altematrves to aspects of the TEP s TTRP Moderate T
'and Expanded Altematlves These ,altematlves mclude the following AT T B

_Transrt-only streets a|ong hlgh transrt ndershlp c ,mdors e g i
Transrt-only Ianes along the entrrety of all existing four-lane (or more) trar]srt comdors e
Stop sign removal and replacement W|th traff‘ ic srgnals at all stop sign locat|ons on: transrt; :
corndors ' S : et

Stop consolrdatlon and optrmrzatron standards as recommended |n best:practlces

ﬁoute terrmnal relocatlon and optrmlzatlon for some rout with termrnal locatlons at
unproductlve route segments or ln low transrt demand locations EENR R
.. 1Fleet mode change by route such as servrcrng some routes that currently operate wrth
e “existing trolley. vehicles. W|th the dlesel ﬂeet or V|ce versa i 0
Addltlonal extenslons {o. exrstlng routes R e A

"..

- serve the same transit. corndor) S :
Route drscontlnuatlons and other route segment ellmmatlons

some routes such as the 5 Fulton, wrth hrgher capacrty Vehrcles ‘but not! on others)
' 55 by, .for exam e. reducmg the number of

45

Mod |t” catlon of route tails (swappmg one route segment W|th a dlfferent route segment to RN

Use of higher capacrty vehicles on certain routes (note that the TEP lncludes service on S
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Far31de boardrng at all sngnahzed |ntersect|ons (farstde boardmg at srgnahzed
intersections is mctuded in thé TEP for many routesl but not all)

These alternativés were removed from consideration dunng development ot the TEP fora
variefy of reasons as set forth in ‘Section 6.5 of the FEIR. The"SFMTA Board coneurs thh fre
fi ndmgs in the EIR, and rejects these alte,rnatwes -as rnfeasrble for the reasons set forth therein.

- v

Pursuant to CEQA § 21 081 and CEQA Gurdelmes § 15093 the SFMTA Board of Dnrectors
hereby fi nds after consuderatton of the FEIR and the evidence in the record that each of the
specific overrldmg economic, legal, social, technologrcal and Jother benefrts of the Project as set
forth below mdependently and collectlvety outweighs the SIan‘" cant and unavoidable impacts
and is an-overriding consvderatron warrantlng approval of the Project Any one of the reasons
for approval cited below is. sufficient to justrfy approval of’ the Pro;ect Thus; even if a court were
to conclude that not every reasorn is supported by substantlal evrdence the SFMTA Board will .

- stand by its determlnatron that edch individual reason is sufficient. “The substantial. evrdence :
supportmg the various beneﬁts can be found in the precedlng fi ndmgs, whlch are lncorporated
by reference into this Sectton, and in the documents found in the Record of Proceedmgs as
defined in Section |, " : s v 3 :

Onthe basrs of the above ﬁndmgs -and the substantrat evrdence in the whole record of this .
proceeding, the SFMTA Board specially finds that there are. significant benefits of the Pro;ect in
spite of the unavoidable srgmﬁcant impacts, and therefore makes this Statement.of- Overrldrng
Consnderatrons The SFMTA Board further finds'that, as part of the process of obtarnrng Project
approval all significant effects on the environment-from implemeéntation of the Project have
been eliminated or substantlally lessened where: feasrble :All mrtigatron measures, identified in
the EIR for the PrOJect are adopted as part of this approval action. The' SFMTA Board has

e determmed that any remaining significant effects on the environment fOUnd tobe unavordable
are acceptable due, to the followmg specut‘ 6 overndrng economic; technlcal legal social and
other consrderatlons : S

The— Project will ha‘ve‘ -the foI.IoWing: 'beneﬂts* f L

. The Seivice Pohcy FrameWork and the TEP w:tl support and nmplement the Clty s Transrt'
First Policy. S

'y lmproved transrt servrce wrth the TEP Jncludmg lmproved (reduced) transnt travel trmes
‘increased efficiéncy and improved rehabrlrty, will make Mum a more: attractlve '
transportation mode, resulting in more USe of transit ahd less automoblle travel
throughout the City. '
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. lmplementmg the TEP wrll improve safety for pedestrians, bicyclists, and transﬁ nders
» Improved network: efficiency and reduced system redundancy with rmplementatron of the -
~ TEP will improve the cost—effectrveness of transnt operatrons, : : ¢

iy lmplementatlon of the TEP capital prorects W|l| support mcreased access for seniors and a
~‘people with dlsabihtres By. expandlng accessible rail stops-and makrng platform '
- upgrades __

. Enhanced transit Service on the busrest llnes will drastlcally lmprove the customer '
experlence by reduclng crowding

) Servlce level expansron will improve system-wrde nerghborhood connectrvrty and access o

“to. regronal transrt by providing more frequent service between nelghborhoods

. Finite public resoUrces will be redirected to better match travel demand and tnp paﬁems | _—

based on exrstlng commumty needs

Havmg considered these beneﬁts the SFMTA Board of Directors finds that the benet" ts of the-
- TEP outweigh the unavordable adverse environmental effects, and that the adverse
enwronmental effects are therefore acceptable : :
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MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsnblhty - . b .f.,Momtormg[ o
for Mmgatlon S :Mmgatlon . Reporting’ . "+ ... ‘Monitoring
;{Implementatlon Schedule o T Actlon ~~'Resp.onsn_blll,ty - Schedule

Priorto's : ; ERO to receive: ,.Prior to:any sml
dlsturbance. o E"Planmng Depar’cment»_:_-&gned affidavit. . dlsturbmg 'GCIIV,ItIeS.‘
..contractors: .. activities’ “ALERT"sheet'and’ " " '
’ BT " provide sngned afﬂdawt

j FoIIO\Mng
. subcontréctor(s) and “dllsttrElgl'lt'l"o:h:fet put-
_ ~utllltles ﬁrm(s) statmg
et i,

,_':"h.aVE: received cquesz
" -of the "ALER

h‘eet;;.

' etc. fims);-and:to ény utilities firm involved:in‘soils”
disturbing activities within- the: ‘project site. Pnorto any
solls: dlsturbmg ‘actlvrtles being:undertaken; each:

sheet is cnrculated to all fi eld personnel mcludlng -
machlne operators f eld crew p|Ie dnvers supervnsoryv

ADMINISTRA"I'IVE DRAFT 2 SUBJECT TO ;

: e e A ST CASE NO.2011: 05531.;
Exhlbltz-‘l R R g . Augnst 16, 2013

MrTIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM-



EXHIBIT 2:

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contlnued) E .

* .Measures might mclude ‘présérvation in-situ of the.
archaeologitdl resource, an-arthaeological monitoring
program;-oi:an-archaeological-testing program. ' if.an
archaeologlcal monltoring program-or archaeo]ogncal
testing program-is:required; it shall be-consistent with
the-Environmental Planning division guidelines for such
programs.. The ERO may:also require. that the project- s
sponsor immediately 1mplement a site security program .
if the archaeplogical resource is:at nsk from vandalism,
looting, .or other damaging actions.

__ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2 - SUBJECT TO CHANGE - .

= MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM... ...
‘Responsibility _ : Momtormgl “ :
for Mltlgatlon -Mitigation :Reporting. Monitoring -

' _Adopted Mitigation Measures lmplementatlon Schedule Action:  Responsibility = Schedule
Should ‘anyindication of an archaeologlcal resource be 'SFMTAand - Dunng SOIIS SFMTA and project ‘ERO to determine During soils
encouritered-turing-any scils’ ‘disturbing activity of the s project disturbance. -contractor’s-Head : if. additional. - disturbance
pTDjeCt the project. ‘Head Foreman‘and/orproject. . contractor's . activities g Foreman to.inform measures-are. activities
sponsor shall immediately niotify the ERO and shall . Head Foremian - ERQ and:suspend necessary
‘immediately suspend-any soils disturbing ‘activities in the soils disturbing .
vicinity of the-discovery until the: ERQ has determined activities.
what addmonal-measures should: ‘be undertaken.

If the ERO determmes that an archaeologuca[ resource SFMTAand: When determined. If required, SFMTA to ERO to determine
may be present:within.the project site, the project  ~ project: necessary by the  retain an .- . [fadditional

sponsor.shall rétain the:services.of- an:archaeological archaeologlcal ‘ERQ archaeological medsures are
constltant from-the pool of qualified archaeological consultant consultant from the. necessaryto
consultants maintained by the Planning: Department poolof qualified’ - implement

~-archaeologist, The archaeological consultant shall-., -archaeological . - - » ,
advisethe ERO as to.whether-the discovery is an” consultants. . - e e
archaeological resource, retains-sufficient integrity, and A ' et A

. is of potential. scnentnﬁclh|stoncal/cultural ;significance. If e L - ORI

an archaeologlcal resource js present; the. . - - I:«;zjfiﬁtt:r:f I10a t:gl\zgjcal ' S
archaeological-consultant shall identify arid evaluate the. ERO regardin thze
archaeological resource. The archaeological consultant status’ o% the- g e .
shallmake a tecommendation as+to what: action; if: any, ) ar ch ol o ical res our : e
is warranted.. Based.on this mformatxon the ERO may g PR
require, if warranted; specrf' ¢ additional measures tobe - - ot
implemented by the pro;ect Sponsor. ERO to determme , S

whether the need for R T

"an-archaeological _
‘monitoring program;:an,

archaeological testing: . -
program, or site T S
security program is CEE

needed,

TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE)
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

CASE NO, 2011.0558E
. ‘March 2014



i EXHIBIT 2,, MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contlnued)

A MONITORING AND REPORTING- PROGRAM
- Responsublllty - o SR ..‘Momtormgl

for . Mltlgatlon : ;Mltlgatlon - Reporting - ..Monitoring
: \ 'i easures ! ;Implementatlon Schedule " - :;Actlon T fRespon5|b|I|ty Schedule:
: VThe pro;ect archaeologlcal consultant shall submita:” SFMTA and,: ‘ When determined ZSFMTA and pro;ect ' "ERQ o review and
* Final Archeological. Resources Report (FARR) 10 the - project . © ° “necessary: by tha ,archaeologlcal ", approve final -
- ERO'that evaluates-the: hlstorlcal significance: of any-+ rchaeologlcal ERO consultantto.prepare. FARR -
discovered archaeological résource:ant ing the ’consultant o " draft and final FARR -

archaeologlcal -and histofical’ research metho :
:employed in‘the. archaeologlcal momtonng/data recovery
.program(s) undertaken. 'Information that'may put'at risk .-
“r ‘anyﬂarchaeologlcal resource: shaIl be: prov:ded ina -

searchable Portable Docum )
-CD'of'the FARR along W|th copies of any,form,
_recordatlon forms (CA DPR 523 senes) and/or
documentatlon for nomlnatlon ’

. "ERO may re differ
N -and dxstnbutxon%

AD NISTRATIVE DRAFTZ SUBJECT TO CHANGE

TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE) . Tl . ] F ‘ T CASE NO: 2011 0558E
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM . . EthbItZ-ﬂ v 5" D . oo o : . . March 2014



EXHIBIT 2': MITIGATION MON]TORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contlnued)

MON]TORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

R_es;i’onsibility . . Monitoring/

_ for ‘Mitigation Mitigation " Reporting " Monitoring
Adopted Mitigation Measures . Implementatlon -Schedule . Action = o ,Responsnbxllty Schedule ]
Mitigation | Measure M-CP-2b; Archqeologlcal _ SFMTA@nd’ Pnor to soils _ “SFMTA to consult with . Pro;ect . .~ Consultation with.
Monitoring Planning . disturbance. Planning Department. .archeologlcal Planning .

* Based on the reasonable potential that archaeological Department .. archaeologist. ‘consultant, Department
resources may be present.within the project site, the . ' . _ Planning Archeologistto- -
following measures shall be undertaken to ayoid any ° - If required, SFMTA to _DePartment occur once
‘potentially'significant adverse-effect from the proposed - ‘ choose archaeological engineering design
project on buriéd or'submerged historical resources. ; consultant from the details.for the
Once engineering design details for the identified projects pool of qualified- identified projects
(OWE:1, OWE:1 Variant;SCI.2, TTRP.9and TTRP.22 2) : archaeological are known; timeline
and other projects imarchaeologically sensitive areas, as o : consultants for subsequent -

actions determined .

.ldenhf ed by the Environmental Review Officer, are 1S :
following meseting. . -

known, the pro;ect ‘sponsor shall consult with the Plannmg'
Department archeologist regardlng the specrf ic aspects of
these proposals that'would require monltormg Ifrequifed . -
by the Planning Department archeologlst the project . o L i
sponsor shall retain the services of an archaeologlcal B ) .

consultant from the’ poor ‘of qualified-archaeological

consultants maintained by the Planning'Department

archaeologist. The' archaeologrcal consultant shall

undertake‘an archaeologrcal momtonng program. All -
.plans ‘and reports prepared by:the consultant as specified , ’

herein shall be submitted first and:directly to the : . :

Environmental-Review Officer (ERO) for:review and

comment, and:shallbe considered draft reporfs subject to

. revision untilfinal approval by the-ERO. -Archaeological:
monitoring and/or data‘recovery: programs required by’ -

~ this measure:could-suspend ‘construction of the project for . o P o

up-to @ maximum'of four weeks.*At the direction'of the : R L R A S
ERO, the'suspension of construction-canbe'extended .~ * . . ST e HTTRE e
beyond four weeks- only if.such a suspension is-the-only. R L L A

feasible means fo reduce to a less than significant level T s EPE T
potential effects-on-a'significant archaeological resource S ) T
as defined in CEQA Guidelines Sect. 15064:5: (a)(c).

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2 —-SUBJEOT TO CHANGE -

" FRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROTECT (CITYWIDE) , . T T GASE NO. 2011.0558E
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM , Exhibit 24 ~ . March 2014



- discovery of an- archaeologrcal resource. -
“The archaeologlcal monltor(s) shall be’ present on theg

(foundatron. shoring, etc.), site remediation; etc:, shall contractors

require archaeological monitoring because of the
poten'aal risk these activities pose to archaeologlcal

'. resources-and-to their depositional context.:. v
‘The archaeologlcal consultant shall advise all project -

contractors to'be on the alert for'evidence of the
presence of the'expected resource(s),-of how o :
identify the. ‘vidence of:the: ‘expected-resource(s), and
ofthe approprlate protocol in the event of: apparent

project site accordingto a schedule agreed upon: by
the archaeologlcal consultant and the ERO until the’
ERO has, in consultation-with'the: archaeologrcal
consultant, determined that project. constructlon

: actrvrtres could have no effecis-o srgnrf cant

'The archaeologlcal monltor shall record and be

authorized to:collect soil- samples and
artifactual/ecofactual material as warranted for

§ analysrs

_-construction,
;contractors are
retained, prior to
‘any sorls-drsturbing

'-»'actl\ntles

implemented, as Archaeologrcal monxtor
shall temporarily -
redirect construction:
activities.as necessary.

and consuit with ERO

If monitoring is
implemented,

-schedules for
“monitoring to be

established in‘the..
AMP, in -

.consultation with

ERO

EXHIBIT 2 MlTlGATION MONITORlNG AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contlnued)
MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
) Responsrbrlrty , : Mon_rtormg/. _ .
P Mltlgatlon ‘ Mitigatlon “Reporting: - Monitoring ~
. Adopted Mrtigatron Measures lmplementatlon Schedule : .‘;Actlon ,Responsrblhty Schedule - -
Archaeologlcal moniforing program (AMP), The o LSFMTA and . If archaeologlc'al.f* Project archaeologrca] .SFMTA and.: Considered
archaeological. monitoring program’ ‘shall mlnrmally ‘ ' monrtorrng is _consultant to prepare project B -complete-on finding
include the following provisions: . archaeologlcal implemented, pnor “Archaeological: . : - archaeological by ERO that AMP-is
s The archaeological-consultant, project sponsor and consultant, in  to'any soils-- Monitoring Program: .- consultant, in ~implemented.
-ERO shall meetand consuit on the: scope of the AMP consultatlon ‘with dlsturbmg {AMP) in consultation consultation with
reasonably prior to any project-related soils disturbing - -activities, and “with the:.ERQ" ERO
activities cormmencing. The ERO, in consultation with during soils * ‘
the project archaeologist, shall- determine-what project Archagological 9isturbing  Archaeological Archaeological
activities shall be archaeologrcally monitored. In most monitor and - ‘construction at-any consultant to advise all monitor-to observe.
cases, anysoils disturbing activities, suchas SFMTA and location. " construction * construction
demolition, foundation removal; excavation, grading, ' * contractors -according to the
utilities. installation, foundation work, driving of piles. .. constructron " If monitoring is: ' ) . schedules

established inthe |
AMP for each site.

TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE) :
MITIGATION MONITORING.AND REPORTING PROGRAM

f’ADMlNISTRA'ﬂV DRAFT 2= SUBJECT TO CHANGE ‘
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EXHIBIT2: MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM {continued)

it L ,MON!TleNG-AND-,;REPDRTING.PR.OGRAM'
‘Responsibility ' Monitoring/

' . for Mitigation - Mitigation Reportmg Monitoring
Adopted Mitigation Measures : ‘ Implementation Schedule Action.. .- . . Responsnblhty _ Schedule

= ~If an intact archaeologlcal deposut is encountered, all .
soils disturbing-activities: in-the vicinity of the deposit
shall cease. The archaeological monitor shall be
empowered to temporarily redirect :
demolition/excavation/ | pile d nvmglconstruction crews
and heavy equipment until the deposit is evaluated. If
in the case of pile driving-activity (foundation, shering,
elc.), the archaeological moriitor has cause to believe
that the pile driving activity may affect an
archaeological resource; the pile-driving activity shall
be terminated until-an appropriate evaluation of the:
Tesource has been- made in-consultation with the *
ERO. The archaeological consultant shall
immediately notify the ERO of the encountered
archaeological deposit. The archaeological
consultant shall, after making & reasonable effort to
assess the: identity, integrity, and significance of the
encountered archaeological deposit, present the
findings of this assessment to the ERO. =

wod

" ADMINISTRATIVE DRAET 2 = SUBJECT TO CHANGE ...
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EXHIBIT 2:

Adopted Mltrgatlon Measures

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contmued)

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

. ReSpthIblhty

for -

Mltlgatlon

" lmplementation Schedule

Monitoring/
Reporting

. :'Monitori’_ng ’

Schedule

Consultatlon w1th Descendant Commun/t/es On:
discovery of an-archaeological:site associated: wnth
descendant Native. Amencans orthe Overseas Chmese
an: appropnate representatlve -of the descendant group
and the ERO shall be. contacted. The' representatrVe of -
{he descendant group shall'be giventhie opportunrty to--
- monitor: -archaeological field lnvestlgatrons of the s 5|te and
to consult with ERO. regardmg approprlate Tl
archaeological treatment.of. the: site,.of: recovered: data
fromthe'site, and, if applicable, any interpretative : °
treatment of the: assocrated -archaeological: site. A ‘copy.
of the Final Archaeological Resourtes-Report shall be -
- prov1ded to the representative.of. the descendant group: .

Ifthe ERO, in consultation with the- archaeologlcal
consultant determmes that a; srgmf cant archaeologlcal
resource is present’and that the resource couldbe

adversely affected by the proposed project, at’ the ‘ o

d15cret|on of the- pro;ect sponsor, :i_elther. ]

A) The proposed prolect ‘'shall be re—desrgned so as to:
‘avoid any adverse effect.on’the signifi cant
’ archaeologxcal resource; or '

B).l- An archaeologrcal data recovery rogram’shall be

Archa_eolo,g]cal "Forthe duratlon of

- monitorand -

“SFEMTA: and:

SFMTA's

‘construction ="

contractors

~'implemented, unless the ERO-determinesthat the’:

. ~.:;archaeolog|cal resource is:of greater mterpretr'

" than research signif cance and that mterpretlve use" gt

,M-‘ : 'of the resource is feasrble

The ten'n archaeological srte is lntended here to mlmmally mcl‘ i

‘soﬂ-dlsturbmg

~ activities, the
representative of -
‘the descendant -
group shall be
given the

' opportunityto ’
monitor ...
.archaeolagical field
“investigations on’ -

.. the site and consult

with:the ERO
regardmg

. appropriate

- .archaeological

-treatment of the
site, of recovered
data from the:site,
and, if-applicable, -
any. mterpretatlve
treatment of the .

. assoorated

B ‘%archaeologrcal site.

SFMTA: shall contact
ERO and descendant ‘
group representatrve :

varchaeological .

: archaeologncai site

“Responsibility

Project

consultant shall

- ‘prepare:a FARR in.
. -consultation.with
; the ERO 8

A copy of the

‘FARR shall be
. . provided to the
, representatlve of

group

"e any archaeologlcal deposﬂ, feature burlal or evrdence of burral

- Considered
© complete on .

noftification of the -
appropriate
-descendant group,
brovision of'an
‘opportunity to
monitor construction
site 'work; and-
completion and
approval of the -
. FARR by ERO, if
‘necessary.

An “appropriate representattve of the descendant group-is: here def ned to mean, in the case- of Natrve Amencans. any. mdrvndua] listed in the current ‘Natrve
American:Contact List for the City and County of San Fraficisco maintained by the Callforma Nahve Amerrcan Hentage Commrssmn, adnd in the case.of the. -
Overseas Chinese, the: Chmese Hlstorlcal Socuety of. Amerlca . S
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-EXHIBIT 2 MlTlGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (continued)

MONITOR]NG AND REPORTING PROGRAM

‘Responsibility S Lo Momtonngl- -

. . for - Mitigation ' Mitigation Reporting:. Monitoring
Adopted Mmgatlon Measures e lmplementatlon Schedule .. Action ... . Responsibility . Schedule
lf an archaeologlcal data recovery program i$ reqmred SFMTAand . Consldered .. Consultant to prepare  Final ADRP tobe  Considered
by the ERO, the archaeologncal data recovery program  project complete orice Archaeological Data  submittedto ERO -complete on finding .
shall be conducted.in accord-with an archaeological data. archaeological verification of - Recovety Programin = ‘ by ERO:that ADRP .
recovery plan (ADRP). The project archaeological . consultant, in curation occurs.  consuitation with. ERQ, - is'implemented,

consultant, project sponsor; and ERO shall meetand  consultation with
consult on the scope of the ADRP. The archaeclogical ERO
consultant shall prepare adraft ADRP that shallbe.:
.submitted to the ERO for review and approval. The
ADRP shall. |dent|fy how the proposed data recovery:
* program-will presérve:the significant information the
archaeological resource is expected to contain. That is,
- the' ADRP will identify what scientific/historical resedrch
‘questions ‘are applicable to: the expected resource, what
data classes the resource’is expected to possess, and
_how the expected data classes would address the
applicable research questions: -Data recovery;in .
- general; should be limited:to:the portions of the historical
_propetty that could be.adversely affected by the : . L P
proposed project.. Destrucfive data recovery methods. . . i ' - . .
shall not be:applied to:portions of the archaeological e v Tim
- resources.if nondestructive. methods.are practical.
The scope of the ADRP shall mclude the followmg v , , A
elements: - - ‘ ' _ S _éf R
= Field Methods and Procedures. Descnptlons of o ? o L
. - proposed field strategles procedures and
. foperatlons 3
= Catalogu:ng and. Laboratory Analysrs Descnptlon of
selected catalogumg system and artifact analysns
i procedures )
» Discard and: Deac:CeSS/on Pollcy De5cr|ptlon of and
" rafionale for field and post-field discard and
‘deaccession policies.

L : ' ‘ oo .. ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2~SUBJECTTOCHANGE .. ... . .. e e
“TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE) — - T T TTE T CASE NO. 2011.0558E -
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‘~E.XHIB*IT' 2:" MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contlnued)

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Respons:blhty oo Lo Monitormg/

‘Monitoring: .
Schedule

: o : for - Mltlgatlon T Mltrgatlon . .. - Reporting :
Adopted'Mitiga'tion‘Measures lmplementat:on Schedule o -~ Responsibility’

x Interpretive. Program. Consideration of an on-site/off- -
+ site public interpretive program durmg the course.of ' . : : :
* the archaeological data recovery program. R L
_ = Security Measures -‘Recommended securrty L ' - o
‘measures to protect the: arohaeologlcal resource from
_ vandalism, Iootrng, and non—mtentxonally damagmg
activities, )
» ‘Final Report Descrlptron of proposed: report“format
“";and distribution of results. . .

m ,ur'atlon Desonptlon of the procedures an e
recommend jons for the. ouratlon of. any recovered

N _1.;accessmn pohcres of the curatlon facrlmes‘

: ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFTZ SUBJECTTO CHANGE
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" EXHIBIT 2~ MITIG_ATION'MONITORI_NG.AND'RE‘PQRT‘ING- PROGRAM (continued)

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM .

‘Respon,sjbility ' Monitoring/

S . - for . Mitigation_ Mitigation . Reporting Monitoring . -
Adopted ‘Mitigation'Mea'sures . -Implementation Schedule o Actlon R Responsmuhty Schedule .
Human Remams Assoc:ated or Unassor::ated Funerary: SFMTA and Ongoing’ If apphcable, upon ' PI’OjeCI Considered
Objects. The treatment of human remains and of project throughout soils-  discovery of human - archaeologica[ complete on .
associated.-or unassociated funerary objects discovered archaeologi’cal disturbing activities remains and/or _ consultantand/or notification of the
during any soils disturbing-activity shall comply with consultant, in . associated or - ‘archaeological San Francisco
applicable State and federal Laws, including immediate - consultation with L :unassociated funeraly monitor -County Coroner and
notification-of the Coroner of.the City and County of San  ERO : -objects;, the consultant NAHC, if- necessary. -
Francisco and, in-the event of the Coroner's - - : shall notify the Coraner
determination that the human remains. are Native . of the City and County
Armerican remains, notification of the: California State - of San Francisco, and
Native American Heritage Commission 'who shall . inthe event of the
-appoint a Most'Likely Descendant (MLD) (Pub. Res. - ‘Coroner's,
‘Code Sec.5097.98). The archaeological consultant, - determination that the
+ project sponsor, and- MLD shall make all reasonable . ; human remains are ..
efforts to develop an agreement for the treatment.of, .. o o . Native-American !
with -appropriate dignity, human remains and assomated ) - - remains, notification of.
or unassociated funerary objects (CEQA Guidelines o -7 s, -theCalifornia State
Sec. 15064.5(d)). The agreement should take'into. . . - “Native American
. consideration the appropriate excavation, removal, .. - . Heritage Commission
.. recordation, analysis, curation, possession, and final . - whoshall appoint a -
disposition .of the human remains and assoclated or con - i ‘Most Likely .

unassoclated funerary objects . » TR _ Descendant (MLD)
, T S : ‘who, along withthe.
- archaeological ‘
. Lo ’ E consultant-and the
e T * SFMTA, shall'make
. reasonable efforts to
develop.-an. agreement
) : ) for the treatment of
LT U . ‘humati.remains arid/or

associatedor - . ¢ S

unassocuated funerary BT
objects )

s
-
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" ApwNSTRATY

: ERO

'E-XHIBIT"Z MlTlGATION MON!TORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contmued)
MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
. Responsubuhty g Momtormgf ' _
» =~ “for T Mitigation ’»Mitigatlon Reporting - -~ Monitoring
Adopted Mltlgatlon Measures -Implementatlon Schedule Action’ Responsibility: Schedule.
,Flnal Archaeologlcal Resources Report The .. ‘ 'SFMTA and - If appllcable, upon If appltcab[e, ‘ 4lf apphcable the Con5|dered
archaeclogical consultant shall'submit a Draft Final, project . ~ completionof . consUlt'ant‘to'p_rep_are - ERO'to review and ‘complete on .
- Archaeological Resolrces*Report (FARR) to' the ERO ,,archaeologlcal cataloguing and -~ draftand final =~ approve the Final  approval of final
 that'evaluates the historical sighificance of any - * consultant, in * analysis of . Archeological Archeological :
discovered archaeologlcal resource: d‘?describes thé = consultation with recovered data and‘Resources Report + . Resources Report
archaeologloal and historical research“methods ERO - ~findings reports ' S g
P Ak ., ‘eﬁ!«'&%’l‘t’.’éﬁ"tﬁ"%ﬁi? -~ Saciramrts
overy programy(s n a L L c il
. put-atrisk'any archagological résource shall be’ .tovided [fap;;llc;?tglfe’,:ugon. fr:?tss‘:r?:‘tll;taﬁ
in-a: separate rernovable msert thhm the draft t” nal ‘ . 2’;&: a‘é oloi gxc;} approved '
report. 1 Resources Report documentation to
Coples of the Draft. FARR shall be sent to the ERO for 2 by ERO - . ‘NWIC and San .
review and approval. Once approved by the ERO coples o ‘ . Francisco Planning:
of the’FARR shall be distributed ‘as follows: Cahfornla : - .Department
Archaeological Site Survey Northwest 'Information - B
"~ Center (NWIC) shall: receive one’ (1) ‘copyand the ERO' If applicabl
* ghall receive a'copy- of the transmittal of the FARR to the -8pp ;toa te" I
- NWIC:: The Environmental Plannmg division of the consuitan is}.llal
Planning Department shall:receive one bound, one predpare all plans
unbourid; and one- unlocked sedrchableé’PDF i copy on~ - @n dati
- "CD of. the FARR along with: copies of: any formal site : ;econ:m ent at lonz
“recordation‘forms (CA'DPR'523 series).and/or. = ~. . tl?r in erprﬁ a Itonh ISII
documentation for nomination to the'NRHP/CRHR. In b N cot?s:tt a;fs ta s
instances of high publicinterest or-interpretive value; ‘the ecflclli m tle ¢ tr: o
ERO.may require a-different final report: content format; - 2?(0 rectly to‘the. P .
and distnbutxon than that presented above , 'ERO for reviewand"” -~ .
S comment, and shall -
: - beconsidered draft
'reports subject to
_ . revision until final -
. "approval by the

4
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EXHIBIT 22 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (continued)

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM . .

Responéibility . _ Momtonngl

' ’ : for.. Mitigation ' Mitigation Reporting. Moriitoring -

Adopted Mltlgatlon Measures - .._implementation Schedule = - .- Action.. .- - Respons:blhty ‘Schedule - ‘
Mltlgatuon Measure M-CP-3: Paleontologlcal SFMTA and Dunng construction Project : SFMTA and ERO During constructlon.:
Resources Accidental Discovery - - ‘project contractor/SFMTAto . - .. - - upon indication that
In order to avoid any potential adverse effect ifi the contractor's notify the ERO and- SN a paleontological
event of accidental discovery of a paleontologucal - Head Foreman one ofits designated . .~ . resource has been
resoufce during construction of the: project, the project” « ~ paleontologists and Lol o -encountered '
ssponsor'shall be responsible for ensuring that all.project . VS”SPe"d soils- < : ’
contractors and-subcontractors.involved in-soil- - : disturbing activities.

dlsturbmg ‘activities-associated wtth the project: comply : : .
with the following- procedures inthe event of dlscovery of ’ " '
_apaleontological resource, Pa]eontologlcal remains, or

resource, can'take:the form 'of whole or portions of

marine shell, bones, tusk horn and teeth from fish, ;

reptiles, mammals; and. lower order animals. Inthe ¢ase - . ,

of Megafauna the remains, although partial, may be-

Jarge in'scale. Also paleontological resources include.

petrified: wood and rock mpressnons of plant or ammal

parts ' ‘

Should any indication of a paleontologlcal resource be
eficountered during ‘any soil- disturbing activity-of the
‘project, the:project foreman and/or project sponsor shall .
immediately-riotify the City Planning Department's = *
Environmental Review Officer (ERO) and one of its. .
designated paleontologlsts (currently, Dr.Jean De e S o
Mouthe/Dr; Peter'Roopnarineg in the Geology o Co =
Department of the ‘California’ Academy of Sctences) and
. .immediately‘suspend any soil-disturbing-activities in the

- vicinity of the dlscovery unitil the ERO has: determlned
what addltlonal measures are needed ‘

ADMINISTRATIVE-DRAFT 2 - SUBJECT TO CHANGE - -
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: ,withm those geologlcal umts specrf‘ ied.as

GRAM (contmued) S

EXHIBIT2:  MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PRC

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsnblllty “, e Momtormgl

- L for. Mltlgatlon ' , "‘,Mitigatio.n, .~ Reporting- -Monitoring
LT 'Adopted Mitigation Measures R lmplementatnon Schedule . ~ - "Action : o Responsiblhty Schedule
If the ERO determ;nes that a potent:ally—sngmf cant ' SFMTA and - The pro;ect Sl SFMTA to retam " -EROto approve . Considered
paleontologlcal resource‘may‘be ‘present within' the .. project - paleontologlcal appropnately qualified ﬂnal_ PRMMP complefe on ‘
“project: site; the: pro;ect sponsor:shall:retain the: serwces paleontolcglcal “consultantito ~  * -consultantto prepare “approval of: final -
. -ofagqualified: paIeontoIogxcaI consultant: w;thtexpertlse ln .consultant in ‘consultwith:the . . .. PRMMP, carry out Prc ect PRMMP.
. California;paleontology, to.design-and.implement a:: : consultation wrth ‘ERO.as indicated; monitoting, and . IJ tol [

- ~Paleontological. Resources: Mmgatnon Plan’ (PRMMP) "the ERO. = completed when reportmg pa eor;to (:glﬁa“ " Considered
The:PRMMP:shall include a:description ofdiscovery: = =~ ERO accepts i nal consmé ag :f a o onsxl ere
procedures;.sampling.and data:recovery: procedures“ . “ report. : p ?n'gxlth? rz orts fo omge ?'Ofnf. al

- ‘procedures for the: preparatlon ‘identification;;: analysns, S , 0 S ~ ERO dznng ‘ ggg{lrxoin?atlonn by A

“-and curation:of fossil-specimens: -and'data recovered;-

and-procedures:for.the preparation.and: dlstnbutlon of a: monitoring oras . ERO.

identified in the

* final paleontological discovery:report (PDRY); - LIS
dochrJnentlng th% paleontologcalg'nd( ,»w)» ; g :c':yyhf:e E’}‘_fo
“The PRMMP:shall be consistent with theSocie for - 5 : o immediately if work
Vertebrate Paleontology Standard’Guidelines:forthe . o ' ‘ : 7 should stop for
mitigation of construction-related: adverse: impacts to . PEEE : : : _ datarecovery
paleontologlcal resources and the requ:rements of the ; , e e : durmg monitoring,

deslgnated,reposltory for- any fossils ollected. " In the o p e
event cf ,venf ed paleontologlcal dlscovery, the AR SR

The ERO to review
~ and approve. the

~ final- S

- documentation as
. established in the
PRMMP

paleontolagically-sensitive;inithe. PRMMP shall be,
“monitored_ by.the: prcject paleontological: consultant

" “The: consultant’s work’ shaII be conducted:in‘acc "rdance '
“with'this mltlgatlon ‘measure‘and! at the dlrectlon»cf“the
City's'ERO.":Plans and reports prepared by the
3 consultant shall:be:submitted: for review and approval by Cangy

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2 -rSUBJECT TO GHANGE L
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EXHIBIT 2: MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contmued)

MONITOR[NG AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsibility Monitoring/
. for ‘Mitigation Mitigation Reporting Momtormg
_Implementatlon Schedule ‘ Action _Responsibility = Schedule

- Adopted Mmgatlon Measures

let.lgatlon Measure M-HZ—1 Hazardous Materials SFMTA  Soiland 'SFMTA pro;ect B Department of - Considered

Soil Testing . s groundwater fest  construction contractor Public Health complete-on review
In-order to-protect both constructlon workers: and the results containing -shall be responsible for . - . . and-approval by
| publicifrom exposure to hazardous materials'in soils A ~ any hazardous  the lmplementaguon of ... DPH of the soil and
encountered during construction-of the:proposed ‘project, * materials shallbe  Steps1-3. e groundwater testing.
the project'sponsor. agrees to adhere to the following. . ;“et;“;gt;g;‘t’é?e r;::gss:;wgg"m
requirements:: . . ARSI C s Ve by aps SHRWIIGWIS. .,
1) Any soil excavated and-then; encapsulated ‘under v ?gg&‘; l-\i:?dfg 24 o P E::at:g{:; ;l‘;e“ and/
- concreté and/or asphalt covering within the same ’ : da s ofthe ‘ - or réun dwater
- . ‘area as’its excavation shall not require testing' for tcdiyn letion of o . . cdr%fainin the . -
- the presence’of hazardous:materials in levels- ‘ t esﬁg - : o - hazardo u% e
exceeding those.acceptable to government agencies | g- ' - C - o

* -unless the TEP-project - or .construction manager N _ R matenal‘ai,e'

. determines any eéxtenuating cifcumstances-exist,
“such as-odors, unusualicolor or presence of foreign
material. The reuse; remediation, or disposal of any
. soil tested. and found to contain-hazardous-materials U e
‘under these.circumstances shall be in compliance: - . : S L
- with the: reqmrements iof the San:Francisco - L. : - S :
Department of Public.Health (DPH) and other .
agencies. The project sponsor shall be responsnble
. for reporting: the test results of any soil with
% hazardous material content to DPH within 21. days of ) . ]
thecompletlon of: testmg, accompanled thh a map R : ST s
. “showing the: excavatlon Iocation; - ) : ’ Lo ‘ :
2).Any excavated'soil-not reused and encapsulated e LT e T e S
. . under congrete-and/or asphalt covering within -the v e ' ‘ ' ‘ e T
“same-area as its excavation, shall be tested for the e
presence of hazardous materials in’ Ievels exceeding
. those acceptable to government agencies, before'it -
" is'moved from the area of excavation. The
transportation and disposal of the sail shall be in

Ty
.
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"' EXHlBrr’z M]TIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contmued)

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

- Responsrblltty T o «‘f'MomtorlngI
for Mltlgation T ’M,iti'gatibn_ » ;;Reportmg 4 Momtormg
Implementation Schedule ~ Action L <-Respon51brlrty Schedule 5

with' hazardous material content to’ DPH‘W|thm 217
days: of the: completlon of" testmg. accompamed wrth
g map showmg the excavation-location. '
-8)-If the proposed. excavatlon actlvrtleSrencounte
- trgroundwater, the: groundwater 'shallbetestedfor . ..
. "hazardous materials;’ ‘Copies of the test results shall '
- be'submitted to DPH within:21'days-of the" ~~: -
- :completion of ?testi_ng.ff-Any _:dewat_e,n‘ngtshwa‘ll, adh“ e
DPH SFPUC and state requrrements R

ADMINISTRATI E DRAFT 2 - UBJECT 'I'O CHANGE
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EXHIBIT2 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contmued)

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Respons:bnhty Momtormg[ L
) for .Mitigation Mitigation ‘Reporting _Monitoring
Adopted Mltlgatlon Measures | . Implementation  Schedule Action - Responsibility Schedule”

' MITIGATION MEASURES IN DEIR

Mi 'gat'°“ Measure. M‘TR‘B, Optlmlzatlon °f . SFMTA During Optimize intersection. SFMTA, Plannmg Priorto completion
Interséction Operations . developmentof  .geometries and fraffic. .Department - of detailed designs
The final design of program-level TTRPs thatinclude detailed designs, control measures for the program-
TPS Toolkit elements from the Lane Modifications and for the program-" ’ : ‘level TTRP
Pedéstrian Improvernents categories shall integrate level TTRP proposals:
design elements from the following intersection proposals, -
v »geometnes and traffic control: measures to the greatest

“extent feasible Witholt-.compromising the | purpose. of the

-project: Potential’ intersection: ‘geometry optimization "
measures include left or right turn"pockets, turn’
;proh:bmons, restriping to’ add additional mixed-flow

-capacity; lane wrdenmg to provide for transnt-only or
mixed-flow’lanés; and parking prohibitions. Potential

. ‘traffic control'measures include signalization; -exclusive T _
signal phases, and’ changes to the:signal cycle, . The g
final design:shall ensure-that: tranSIt, pedestrian, and .
bicycle travel are accommodated ‘is*within the confines
.offeasible traffic engineering solutions, and does’ nk. T

“ conflict with overall City* ‘policies ] related to: transportaﬂon .
Mitigation Measure:M-TR-10:'Provision.of SFMTA During _‘Where feasible, install SFMTA with Priorto or -
Replacement Commercial Loading Spaces - developmentof . new commercial review by Planning -concurrerit wnth the

 ‘Where: feasnble the SFMTA shall:install new commercial detailed designs  loading spaces.. Department; - rernoval of on-street
loading'spaces ‘of 5|m||ar Iength on'thé same'block and for the program- commercial loading.
;side’of the street, or within 250 feet'on adjacent side ‘level TTRP ' spaces.
streets, of where commermal Ioadlng spaces would be., proposals. . : .

permanently removed, in.order to provide:equally Ea
convenient loading space(s). These loading spaces e
-shall only be réplaced on streets with commercial uses. =

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2= SUBJECT TO CHANGE

= . . . -

"TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWII)E)
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

CASE NO. 2011.0558%

Exhlblt2~16 " March 2.014



EXHIBIT 2:

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (contmued)
MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Responsibility - Monrtoringl
S I for -Mitigation v.M'i‘tig'a‘_t‘mr_l ‘Reporting Monitoring
:AdoptedfMitigat,ionMeasures:. Implementatron Schedule _Action _:Responsibility ~ Schedule @
‘SFMTA During project - . ‘Reconfigure Planmng ¥ Prior to completion®
implementatron westbound and: * Department, of detailed design.

Mltrgatron Measure M-TR-ZG lntersectron Restnpmgf

at 16. IBryant streets

The SFMTA shall reconfgure the proposed changes at
the intersection of 16" /Bryant streets converting the

westbound-approach of 16" Street at Bryant Street from

what is proposed to be a shared through-right turn lane
to.a through lane and a dedicated right-turn pocket
adjacent to the through lane, and reconfigure the.
eastbound approach from what.is proposed to be a

separate through lane and a dedicated right-turn pocket

adjacent to the through lane to.a shared through/rlght
. lane

Mitigation Measure M-TR-4B‘ Enforcement of
" Parking Violations :

On streets where rmplementatron of project-level TTRPs . -

would result in & net reduction of on-street commercial
vloadrng spaces, the- SFMTA shall enforce parking .
regulations in transit-only lanes throughthe use of vrdeo
cameras on transit vehicles and/-or other parking
.enforcement activities.

. Mitlgatlon Measure_M-C-TR-1' SFMTA Momtorlng of

MunI Servlce

.........

The SFMTA shall to the extent feasrble and consrstent
with annual budget approprlatlons, continue to monitor -
Muni, service crtymde reporting as: required on service
goals, including the capacity. utrllzatlon standard, and

where needed,; and as approved by decrsron makers and

under, budgetary appropriations, strive to'improve upon..
Muni operations, including peak: hour transrt -capacity on’
screenlines and corridors.

.eastbound approaches: SFMTA

. of16th:Street at Bryant
Street
‘SFMTA Ongomg after Enforce parking SFMTA
implementation of -regulations and/or
TIRP *  installvideo cameras
improvements, on transit vehicles. »*
' SFMTA - Ongoing,after  SFMTAtomonitor  SFMTA

implementation: of transitservice: goals

TEP * and-proposed. - :
1mprovements ‘improvements to Muni -

L o_peratlons

e SRE PR

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2 SUBJECT TO CHANGE

for project-level
improvements at

. 16th/Bryant streets.

Ongoing

bngoing.

‘;TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE)

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Exhibit: 2—1 7
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" EXHIBIT2: MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (continued)

Respdnsib_ility

for

L -'MONIIORING AND-REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation

Mitigation

Monitoring/
Reporting

Monitoring

.. Adopted Mitigation Measures ©. . [mplementation Schedule .

Mitigation Measure M:C-TR-49: Explore the .
Implementation of Parking - Management Strategies.
SFMTA shall explore whether implementation-of parking
management strategies would be appropriate and -
effective in this and other parts of the City to more
efficiently manage the supply of on-street parking: over
time. i e C

SFMTA

Ongoing during
implementation of
TEP.

. Action

Identify and explore
new parking o
management .

. Responsibility

SFMTA repart to
SF Planning

strategies, particularly

along the TTRP:

_ corridors:

_Schedule

Ongoing during
project
implementation.

TRANSIT EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (CITYWIDE)
- MITIGATION. MONITORING AND. REPORTING PROGRAM

ExHhibit 218

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2= SUBJECT TO CHANGE .. .

CASE NO. 2011.0558E
"Mirch 2014



EXHIBIT 2 ‘MITIGATION MONITORING AND. REPORTING PROGRAM (continued)

‘ e L e e i Al i

Improvement Measure I-TR-1: Constfuctlon SFMTA'and  Throughoutthe - SFMTAandproject  SFMTA . Considered .
Measures project: " construction " construction » complete after .
‘During the construction of all TEP PI'OJBCtS the SFMTA  constructiori© duration forany  contractor(s)to s “+ completion of

- - ghall require the following: .. ~ contractor(s)  ‘TEP component  coordinate construction . construction

1) . Construction contractars shall be prohibited from ' ' requiring relatedactivities with ‘activities. -
scheduling any truck trips, such as concrete: mixers;; - * construction. DPW, the Fire ‘ S
heavy-construction equipment: and materials delivery, o o Department -the -

_ ete., o the construction sites during the a:m. (710 9 ‘ Planning Department, -
a.m.)and p.m. {4 to 6 pirii.) peak commute periods. o 4 and.ény other Cuty "
2) -All constrdctlon activities shall adhere to the:. ‘ ‘ . agencies. - '

;provisions in the City of San Francisco's Regulations for - - : : oL
Working-in San Francisco ‘Streets (Blue Book), mc]udmg ) : :
those addressmg sidewalk and lane:clostires. To

-mihimize construction impacts on nearby businesses

and resndents, the SFMTA shall alert motorists, -

_bicyclists, and nearby property awners of upcoming

‘constriiction through'its existing website.and other

available mieans, such as distribution of ﬂyers ‘emails,

and portable message or informational signs.

Information provnded shall:include contact name(s) for

‘the SFMTA project manager, public information officer,

and/orthe SFMTA General Enforcement Division '

contact humber (311).

3) Construction contractors shall encourage

construction workers 16 use carpooling-and trahsit to the

‘construction site in order to minimize parking demand.

o ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 2— SUBJECT TO: CHANGE

"TRANSIT, EFFECTIVENESS PROJECT (crrywmx-:) : g 3 . 3 . ' CASE NO. 2011.0558E
'MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM. - : Exhlbit2-19 : ' ' ' o March 2014



DPW Order No: 184706

TRANSMITTING TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS LEGISLATION TO AUTHORIZE SAN
FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS TO.ENTER INTO A COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT WITH THE

| STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION {CALTRANS) FOR DESIGN AND
Ediwin M, Lee- CONSTRUCTION OF THE 19™ AVENUE COMBINED CITY PROJECT AND APPROVING SAID

Mayor
AGREEMENT.
Sﬁ?ﬁdmm This Order contains:a Cooperative Agreement for the City to design, construct, and

i Francisco PUblic Works finance the 19t Avenue Combined City project; and for Caltrans to.provide Independent
1_302.-.'5;3?:;5: eodettpt,  Quality Assurangce for the work within the state highway system right-of-way, provide

Room 348 . AU I . o K ) e Ny
San Francisco, CA aatoz rewfaw and approval of project:documents, and-issue encroachment permits required for
tel 415-554-6920 project completion.

sfpublicworksorg

facehookcom/sfpublioworks  The following is hereby transmitted to the Board of Supervisors for your approval:
twitter.com/sfpublicworks ’ i

twitter.com/mrcleansf ) . .
1. Board Resolution on the Cooperative Agreement

2. Cooperative Agreement

3. MTA Board Resolution No. 15-107 approving the traffic and parking.
‘modifications included in the 19th Avehue €ombined City Project

4, MTA Board Resolutiori No. 14-041 approvirig CEQA findings and a Mitigaticn
Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Transit Effectiveness Project Final
Environmental Impact Report.

5. Planning Commission Motion No. 19105 that certified the TEP Final EIR

It is recommended that the Board of Supervisors ddopt this fegislation and authorize the
Director of Public Works to sign the Agreement on behalf of the City.

3/21/2016 3/21/2016
- VR
VA (R X Mohammed Nuru
Sweiss, Fuad Nuru, Motiammed
Approver 2 Approver 3.

Sianed by: Sweiss, Fuad Signed by, Nuru; Mohammed



SAN FRANCISCO
MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

RESOLUTION No. 15-107

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency has proposed the
installation of traffic and parking modifications along the 28 19th Avenue rapid Muni transit
corridor included in the Muni Forward Service-Related Capital Improvements and Travel Time
Reduction Proposals as follows:

A. RESCIND - BUS ZONE - 19th Avenue, west side, from Lincoln Way to 105 feet southerly
(bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from Irving Street to 75 feet
northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Irving Street to 75 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west
side, from Judah Street to 70 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue,
east side, from Judah Street to 60 feet southerly (bus stop relocate to farside); 19th Avenue,
west side, from Kirkham Street to 85 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Kirkham
Street to 75 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Lawton Street to 75 feet southerly
(bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, east side, from Lawton Street to 70 feet
southerly (bus stop relocate to farside); 19th Avenue, west side, from Moraga Street to 70
feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Moraga Street to 75 feet southerly; 19th
Avenue, west side, from Noriega Street to 75 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus ,
bulb); 19th Avenue, east side, from Noriega Street to 70 feet southerly (bus stop relocate to
farside); 19th Avenue, west side, from Ortega Street to 75 feet southerly (bus stop to remain
with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, east side, from Ortega Street to 90 feet northerly (bus stop to
remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from Pacheco Street to 75 feet southerly;
19th Avenue, east side, from Pacheco Street to 75 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side,
from Quintara Street to 90 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue,
west side, from Rivera Street to 75 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th
Avenue, east side, from Rivera Street to 80 feet southerly (bus stop relocate to farside); 19th
Avenue, west side, from Santiago Street to 75 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from
Santiago Street to 80 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Taraval Street to 135 feet
northerly (bus stop relocate to farside); 19th Avenue, east side, from Taraval Street to 125
feet northerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from Ulloa Street
to 70 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Ulloa Street to 75 feet northerly; 19th
Avenue, west side, from Vicente Street to 75 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus
bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from Wawona Street to 67 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east

" side, from Wawona Street to 75 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Sloat
Boulevard to 80 feet southerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); Sloat Boulevard, south
side, from 19th Avenue to 100 feet westerly (bus stop to remain); 19th Avenue, east side,
from Sloat Boulevard to 75 feet northerly (bus stop to remain with bus bulb); 19th Avenue,
west side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 100 feet northerly (bus stop relocate to farside); 19th
Avenue, east side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 100 feet southerly (bus stop relocate to farside);

~and 19th Avenue, east side, from Holloway Avenue to 95 feet northerly (bus stop to remain
with bus bulb).

B. RESCIND — BUS FLAG STOP - 19th Avenue, east side, south of Vicente Street (bus stop
relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, west side, north of Ocean Avenue; and 19th Avenue,
east side, south of Ocean Avenue.




C.

D.

ESTABLISH — BUS ZONE - 19th Avenue, east side, from Quintara Street to 145 feet
southerly (extends existing 75-foot bus zone by 70 feet).

ESTABLISH - SIDEWALK WIDENING AND TOW-AWAY NO STOPPIN G ANYTIME
- 19th Avenue, west side, from Lincoln Way to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb
replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, west side, from Judah Street to 174 feet southerly (6-foot
wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from Judah Street to 148 feet
northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside, shortens existing 54-foot
part-time passenger loading zone by 17 feet); 19th-Avenue, west side, from Lawton Street to
83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from
Lawton Street to 99 feet northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside);
19th Avenue, west side, from Noriega Street to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb
replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from Noriega Street to 83 feet northerly (6-foot
wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, west side, from Ortega Street to
83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from
Ortega Street to 83 feet northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue,
west side, from Quintara Street to 148 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus
zone); 19th Avenue, west side, from Rivera Street to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb -
replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from Rivera Street to 108 feet northerly (6-foot
wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, west side, from Taraval Street
to 169 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue,
east side, from Taraval Street to 171 feet northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone);
19th Avenue, west side, from Vicente Street to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb
replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east side, from Vicente Street to 96 feet northerly (6-foot
wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, west side, from Sloat
Boulevard to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th Avenue, east
side, from Sloat Boulevard to 83 feet northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone);
19th Avenue, west side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 83 feet southerly (6-foot wide bus bulb — -
bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, east side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 83 feet
northerly (6-foot wide bus bulb — bus stop relocated to farside); 19th Avenue, east side,
from Holloway Avenue to 148 feet northerly (8-foot wide bus bulb replaces bus zone); 19th
Avenue, west side, from Irving Street to 23 feet southerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Irving
Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb, removes
meter #1803); 19th Avenue, east side, from Irving Street to 57 feet northerly (6-foot wide
corner bulb); Irving Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 56 feet easterly (6-foot wide
corner bulb, removes meter #1724); 19th Avenue, west side, from Kirkham Street to 23 feet
southerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Kirkham Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23
feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); 19th Avenue, east side, from Kirkham Street to 23
feet northerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Kirkham Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23
feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Lawton Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23
feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Lawton Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23
feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from 18 feet south to 49 feet
north of Moraga Street (6-foot sidewalk widening at southern crosswalk); 19th Avenue, east
side, from Moraga Street to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Moraga Street,
north side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb); 19th Avenue,
west side, from Pacheco Street to 23 feet southerly (6-foot wide corer bulb); Pacheco
Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 31 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); 19th
Avenue, east side, from Pacheco Street to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Pacheco Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Quintara Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 28 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);



19th Avenue, east side, from Quintara Street to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Quintara Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 28 feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Rivera Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Rivera Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
19th Avenue, west side, from Santiago Street to 56 feet southerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); .
Santiago Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 49 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
19th Avenue, east side, from Santiago Street to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide comer bulb);
Santiago Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 42 feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
19th Avenue, west side, from Ulloa Street to 23 feet southerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Ulloa Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
19th Avenue, east side, from Ulloa Street to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Ulloa Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Vicente Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet westerly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
Vicente Street, north side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet easterly (6-foot wide corner bulb);
19th Avenue, east side, from 18 feet south to 141 feet north of Wawona Street (6-foot
sidewalk widening opposite stem of T-intersection); Sloat Boulevard, south side, from 19th
. Avenue to 30 feet westerly (7-foot wide corner bulb); Sloat Boulevard, south side, from
19th Avenue to 25 feet easterly (7-foot wide corner bulb); Sloat Boulevard, north side, from
19th Avenue to 41 feet westerly (6-foot wide comer bulb); 19th Avenue, west side, from
Ocean Avenue to 23 feet southerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Ocean Avenue, south side,
from 19th Avenue to 25 feet westerly (7-foot wide corner bulb); 19th Avenue, east side,
from Ocean Avenue to 23 feet northerly (6-foot wide corner bulb); Ocean Avenue, north
side, from 19th Avenue to 25 feet easterly (7-foot wide corner bulb, removes meters #2666
and #2668); Eucalyptus Drive, south side, from 19th Avenue to 23 feet westerly (6-foot
wide comer bulb); Eucalyptus Drive, north side, from 19th Avenue to 28 feet easterly (6-
foot wide corner bulb); 19th Avenue, east side, from Holloway Avenue to 30 feet southerly
(7-foot wide corner bulb); and Holloway Avenue, south side, from 19th Avenue to 30 feet
easterly (9-foot wide corner bulb).

. ESTABLISH — TOW-AWAY NO STOPPING ANYTIME - 19th Avenue, west side, from
Irving Street to 40 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Irving Street to 40 feet
southerly; 19th- Avenue, west side, from Kirkham Street to 30 feet northerly; 19th Avenue,
west side, from Lawton Street to 25 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Lawton
Street to 40 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Moraga Street to 20 feet northerly;
19th Avenue, east side, from Noriega Street to 32 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side,
from Pacheco Street to 40 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Pacheco Street to 40
feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Quintara Street to 32 feet northerly; 19th
Avenue, west side, from Rivera Street to 40 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from
Rivera Street to 40 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Santiago Street to 40 feet
northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Santiago Street to 35 feet southerly; 19th Avenue,
west side, from Ulloa Street to 30 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Ulloa Street

- 10 40 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from 20 feet to 40 feet north of Vicente Street;
19th Avenue, east side, from Vicente Street to 25 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side,
from Wawona Street to 40 feet northerly; Wawona Street, south side, from 19th Avenue to
20 feet westerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from Sloat Boulevard to 40 feet southerly; 19th
Avenue, west side, from Ocean Avenue to 40 feet northerly; 19th Avenue, east side, from
‘Ocean Avenue to 40 feet southerly; 19th Avenue, west side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 40
feet northerly; and 19th Avenue, east side, from Eucalyptus Drive to 40 feet southerly.

. ESTABLISH — TO-AWAY NO STOPPING, SUNSET TO SUNRISE, DAILY - 19th
Avenue, west side, from Vicente Street to 20 feet northerly.



G. ESTABLISH — BLUE ZONE - 19th Avenue, west side, from 83 feet to 105 feet south of
Eucalyptus Drive.

WHEREAS, This project was analyzed in the Transit Effectiveness Project Final
Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) certified by the San Francisco Planning Commission in
Motion No. 19105 on March 27, 2014; and,

WHEREAS, Approval for traffic and parking modifications to implement various projects
along the 28 19™ Avenue Muni transit corridor included in the Service-Related Capital
Improvements of the Muni Forward program, which was previously referred to as the Transit
Effectiveness Project (TEP), relies on said FEIR, and information pertaining to the FEIR is set forth
in a SFMTA Resolution No 14-041, which is on file with the Secretary to the SFMTA Board of
Directors and are incorporated herein by reference; and,

WHEREAS, As part of the Resolution No. 14-041, the SFMTA Board of Directors adopted
approval findings under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the CEQA Guidelines,
and Chapter 31 of the Administrative Code (CEQA Findings) and a Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP), which Resolution, CEQA Findings, and MMRP are on file with the
Secretary to the SFMTA Board of Directors and are incorporated herein by reference as though
fully set forth; and,

WHEREAS, SFMTA staff proposes to adopt the proposed project’s Expanded Alternative,
which includes all of the same parking and traffic improvements that are included in the Moderate
Alternative, as well as the one proposal to shorten one of two northbound left turn lanes at 19®
Avenue/Winston Drive, which is not included in the Moderate Alternative; and,

WHEREAS, The existing left-turn lane configuration in the northbound direction of 19™
Avenue at the intersection of 19" Avenue with Winston Drive, where one of two left-turn lanes is
used for both left-turning vehicles and through Muni light rail trains causes substantial delays for all
~ inbound (north) M Ocean View trains, which currently must wait for the left turn queue to dissipate
before proceeding through the intersection; and,

WHEREAS, Shortening a portion of the leftmost left-turn lane will reduce the stacking
length available to non-transit vehicles to queue in front of a train, allowing both non-transit
vehicles and trains to clear the intersection in one left-turn signal phase; and,

WHEREAS With more reliable light rail transit service on one of the busiest lines, SEFEMTA
will have fewer needs for last-minute service adjustments, a more stable service environment for
resource-need assessment, and will be able to more reliably and effectively allocate transit
resources and deliver service overall; and, ’

WHEREAS, The SFMTA Board has reviewed the FEIR and hereby finds that since
certification of the FEIR, no changes have occurred in the proposed project or in the circumstances
under which the project would be implemented that would cause new significant impacts or a
substantial increase in the severity of impacts identified and analyzed in the FEIR, and that no new



information has emerged that would materially change the analyses or conclusions set forth in the
FEIR. The actions approved herein would no necessitate implementation or additional or
considerably different mitigation measures that those identified in the FEIR; and,

WHEREAS, The public has been notified about the proposed modifications and has been given
the opportunity to comment on those modifications through the public hearing process; now, therefore,

be it :

RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors
approves these traffic and parking modifications set forth in items A through G above along the 28
19" Avenue Muni transit corridor included in the Muni Forward Service-Related Capital
Improvements and Travel Time Reduction Proposals and support the SFMTA’s Vision Zero
program.

I certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by the San Francisco Municipal Transportation
Agency Board of Directors at its meeting of July 7, 2015.

Secretary to the Board of Directors
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency




I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one):

[

X

OOoBo0o0oooano o

Introduction Form'

By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor

1. For reference to Committee.

Time stamp
or meeting date

An ordinance, resolution, motion, or charter amendment,

2. Request for next printed agenda without

reference to Committee.

3. Request for hearing on a subject matter at Committee.

4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor

5. City Attorney request.
6. Call File No.

inquires"

from Committee.

7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion).

8. Substitute Legislation File No.

9. Request for Closed Session (attach written motion).

10. Board to Sit as A Committee of the Whole.

11. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following:

[l Small Business Commission [

Youth Commission [1 Ethics Commission

[[] Planning Commission [[] Building Inspection Commission

Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a Imperative

Sponsor(s):

Supervisors Tang and Yee

Subject:

Resolution approving a Cooperative Agreement with Caltrans for Design and Construction along 19th Avenue
between Junipero Serra Boulevard and Lincoln Way

The text is listed below or attached:

)

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor: ,WM‘Q/

| A VA W

For Clerk's Use Only:

RSERQ)



2o 1, Land Use, BF,
LtS' Da\b./ Oap, C:'L) Pf‘H‘gl
Cofy . f\/\ﬂbar'g OF(:L?«

City Hall

President, District 5 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-7630
Fax No. 554-7634
TDD/TTY No. 544-5227
London Breed
PRESIDENTIAL ACTION
Date: May 18, 2016
To: - Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisots
" Madam Clerk, ,
Pursuant to Board Rules, I am hereby:
[1  Waiving 30-Day Rule Board Rule No. 3.23) o
File No. ;‘i
(Ptimary Sponsor) In
. ‘ | ) § =
Title. | ‘ K P
Transferring (Board Rule No. 3.3) =
File No. 160559 Tang i
' (Primary Sponsor) | o
Title. TANG- RESOLUTION - COOPERATIVF‘l :
From: Land Use & Transportation Committee
To: Budget & Finance Committee
O  Assigning Temporary Committee Appointment Board Rule No. 3.1)
- Supervisor
Replacing Supervisor
For: _ Meeting

(Date) (Committee)

London Breed, President
Boatd of Supervisors







